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Cases Reported this Week. 
Cireen-Price v. Webb 
Hepworth Manufacturing Co 
Smeeton v. Attorney-General 
Wright, Re. Hegan v. Bloor 


Lim.) v. Ryott 


~~ ry. ® 
Current Topics. 

.ord Wrenbury’s Committee. 
r fortnight has witnessed the somewhat sensational 
of the W.R.A.F. Court of Inquiry before a House 
nittee W RENBURY 
on with singular dignity and good sense ; 
bearing has won the plaudits 
iy Mr. Justice SANKEY was 
Bench to preside over the Coal Com- 
Burly 
economists and con 
servative-minded official these unlike 
and ladies mixed up with the DovuGLas- 


Lord has presided over a 
indeed, on } is his judicia 
ol public o} ni Only the other d 
calied away [rom the 
mission; but there the atmosphere was very different 
miners and canny mineowners, Socialistic 

provided types very 
those of the officers 
Inquiry Three years ago, when the notorious case 
of Lieutenant Barrett led to the passing ola special Act of 
Parlian ible civilians to sit on certain Military Courts 

Inquiry, the serv Lord Justice ATKIN 
is President And, Mr. Justice BAILHACHE presided 
Royal er panelled to consider Mr 
BILLING’s charges against the Royal Flying Corps 

death-trap el The Commons Comm 
candals of the Recruiting Department 


solicitor, Sir 


PENNANT 


ent to en 
ices ol were requisi- 
tioned 
over the Commission 
PEMBERTON 


; 


in respect of planes 
mittee into the medical 
three years ago was ably presi led over by a 
I would seem that. wherever difficult and 


DonaLp MacLean. It 
Oo rightly 


Governments 


investigation are necessary, 


lelicate 

prefer a lawyer to preside 

Judges on Lay Commissions. 

THIS PREFERENCE for Judges in public inquiries is rather a 

We believe that almost the first 

the celebrated Parnell Com 

which Lord President 
entirely comprised of 


new thing in English history 
example of such employment was 
mission of thirty avo, 

HANNAN presided—and that body wa 
Judoes “Many persons then regretted the innovation, just as 
the transference of decisions upon Election Petitions from a 
House of , the Judicial Bench was 
imilarly in an earlier generation In both cases it 
was feared that, if Judges got mixed up with political inquiries, 
was bound to suffer The 

it has proved mastaken 

presiding inquiries affecting 
a generation, and their character for im 
The merit of 


years over 


Commons Committee to 


recretted 
their reputation for impartiality 

prediction was reason ible But 
have 
partisan issues for 


been over acute 





partiality has certainly not been challenged 


2 
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Judges in ils Is not merely the capacity tor taking a 


detached view w 1 long training at the Bar creates 


suppressing verb« art of counsel or witnesses with 
out giving’ offence y quickly at the real issues in the 
evidence helps, too, even when 


After all 


ire mainly based on inherent 


Case An eye for the rules 


such rules are not applicable « rigidly entorced 


; 


our archaic rules of evidence 


principle ind sound common sense 


consistency 


Occasiona the g n absurdity But in the main 


the cure rel wey vity, and fairness 


Reports of Royal Commissions. 

A CORRESPONDENT of the 7'imes calls attention in Wednes 
dav’s is 
the Re 
The first Report was issued so long ago as 20th March; the 
econd on 20th June Yet the officials at H.M. Stationery 
Office say that they cannot state when the printed evidence will 
Now the Coal Commis- 
a great public issue. Its decision was of a 
It has aroused the cravest public 
A general strike has been threatened to carry 
The question is obviously 


ble 


il Commission on the Coal Industry is yet obtaina 


be available for the public-at-large 


ion dealt with 
] el 


utionary laracter 


iajority recommendation 


J 
gy to be an issue at the next practicable General Election 


tances the electors may reasonably claim a 
evidence before pronouncing their verdict at 
The delay is 


we believe, and is causing serious inconvenience 


the evidence is not available 
unprecedented , 
nterested In litigation, where the 


to persons ordinary 


services of a shorthand writer have been agreed to, the parties 
can obtain a transcript of the evi lence the very next day 
There seems to be no reason why the evidence oiven before the 
Nation’ uch the Coal Commission in substance 


was, should not be equally available 


Inquest, for 


‘* Arrogatio” in Practice. 

Tue British 
population, that it includes people in all stages of civilisation, 
from that of the totemistic tribe and the patriarchal horde to 
world found in our 


Empire is so vast in extent and varied in 


the semi-socialist and semi-feminist 
colonies, and here in England 
Empire some stage in the history of the Evolution of Law may 
be observed in daily practice Thus the early patriarchal 


system of Ancient Rome in the time of its kings is still to be | 


slightly modified, in Himalayan hill-tribes. Kaffix 
Indian lodges The Prince of Wales, in his 
occasion to experience this 


found, only 
kraals, Red 
interesting tour, has just had 
The Indians of Canada were anxious to shew him hospitality 
and do him honour by admitting him to the innermost arcana 
of their tribal secrets But patriarchal custom renders this 
impossible to any but a blood-brother, a member of the tribal 
How, then, could this diffi- 
Why, just as in Ancient Rome, by a simple 


qens, even as in Ancient Rome 
culty be got over! 
legal fiction 
} 


ol 


The Prince was ad pted into the tribe by a 
emn religious ceé emony—corresponding to the A rrogat o of 
Rome, with which every law student was in his years of 
ipprenticeship painfully familiar. The Prince is a Bencher 
of one of the Temples. We do not know whether or not he 
‘, or heard of legal fictions But if he 
has, the ceremony doubtless reminded him of the Roman 
diminutio capitis minima, which arose when a man changed 
his family and thereby lost his old status to gain a new one 
Learning of this kind is not always utterly useless. We believe 
that a tribal feud in one of the Malay States which was 
threatening to decimate two rival tribes was stopped by the 
famous Rajah Brook's knowledge of early law. He induced 
all the members of one tribe to undergo adoption at the hands 
of a British official The latter was then adopted into the 

Thus the other tribe, his adopted children, 
iinst their will ‘‘ blood-brothers ”’ 
and the feud necessarily ceased. 


has studied Roman L 


rival tribe 
became, a of their rivals, 
ince one tribesman may not 
A little law is not 


is thing, althouch it very often is 


slay another member of the same tribe 
always a dan 


ue to the fact that no print of the evidence given before | 


Hence everywhere in the 


' Right to a Stage Name. 
They 


havealso theadvantaveof experiencein eliminating irrelevance, 


In tue case of Hepworth Manufacturing Co. v. Wernham 
Ryott (reported elsewhere), the Court of Appeal have affirmed 
ihe decision of AstBury, J., and so refused the injunction 
asked for by the plaintiffs. The defendant was a film actor, 
known as ‘‘ Stewart Rome.”’ The plaintiffs were a company 
whose business it was to produce cinematograph films, and the 
defendant was employed by them as one of their stock company 
of actors. The name ‘‘ Stewart Rome’”’ had been given to 
the defendant by the plaintiffs as his stage pseudonym, and 
under that name he had acquired a considerable reputation as 
an actor, and in consequence films on which he was repre- 
sented became correspondingly valuable to the plaintiffs and 
other producers of films. The plaintiffs and the defendant 
entered into an agreement in 1915, by the terms of which the 
pseudonym ‘‘ Stewart Rome "’ was to be the sole property of 
the plaintiffs, and the defendant (after the termination of his 
agreement with the plaintiffs) was not to act or take part in 
producing any film under that pseudonym. This meant, it was 
held, that the defendant was not to use the pseudonym with- 
out the consent of the plaintiffs. The present action was 
brought for the purpose of restraining the defendant from using 
the pseudonym for any purpose and from appearing in any 
spectacular entertainment under the pseudonym of “‘ Stewart 
RomME The defence was that the contract, to enforce which 
the action was brought, came within the principle under which 
contracts in restraint of trade were held to be primd facie void 
as contrary to public policy, and was not within the exception 
of contracts of this nature reasonably necessary for the protec- 
tion of the employers. This defence was successful at the trial 
of the action, and Astsury, J., refused the injunction asked, 

nd dismissed the action The Court of Appeal have now 
held that the view taken by Astsury, J., was right. It was 
pointed out that the restraint sought to be imposed on the de- 
fendant was not necessary in any way for the protection of 
the plaintiff, the real object of the action being to compel the 
defendant to remain in the plaintiffs’ service. The defendant 
had acquired his reputation and the value that his stage nate 
commanded solely by his own exertions, though the plaintiffs 
had for their own purposes advertised him, and so in some 
degree helped him. The use of the pseudonym was really part 

and a most important part—of the defendant’s professional 
equipment, and the loss of it would deprive him of half his 
capacity for earning money by film-acting On all these 
grounds the contract was held to be void and unenforceable. It 
will be noticed that the contract did not contain any mention 
of limits of time or area. Most contracts in restraint of trade 
do refer to some limits of this kind, and their validity usually 
turns on the precise nature and extent of those limits. The 
decision is, therefore, not inconsistent with the view that a 
contract of a similar kind, limited as to time and area, might 
possibly be upheld as valid. Another point is worth noticing. 
No part of the decision turned on any question of a general 
right to use a name. Provided misrepresentation is avoided, 
a man has in general a right to assume any name he chooses, 
and it is apprehended that a contract not to use his own name 
and no more—binding than a contract not 
to use a pseudonym. The mere fact that ‘‘ Stewart Rome ” 
was a pseudonym and not defendant’s own name in private life 
does not seem to be an essential feature in the case. The 
Court of Appeal have, in fact, not decided that a contract not 
to use a particular name, even one’s own name, is bad, but 
only that any restraint imposed upon such user must be 
reasonable and necessary for the protection of the other party 
to the contract. 


would be no less 


De Minimis Non Curat Lex. 

‘Trp Law does not concern itself about trifles.”’ But what 
isa trifle? The context of the maxim, as quoted in the earlier 
authorities, does not throw much light on what is and what is 
not so trifling that the law will not regard it. See, for instance, 
Wingate’s Maxims, max. 109; and Cro. Eliz. 353 (from which 
the maxim is cited in Broom’s Legal Maxims). It would be 
verv difficult to find authorities that would enable one to sa¥ 
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with any confidence, for example, what is the smallest piece 
of land that could be conveyed, or what (apart from rules of 
Court) is the smallest sum for which an action could be brought 
The maxim de minimis, &., is, in fact, not 


or an appeal lie. 
This seems a good reason for 


often heard of in modern cases. 
drawing attention to two Canadian cases and an Australian 
case recently decided, in all of which, while the maxim was not 
actually cited, an argument was substantially founded on it 
The Australian case occurred in 1917, and related to a convey 
ance of a square link of land (less than eight square inches) 
The Canadian cases occurred in the present year (1919), and 
related respectively to an appeal against a judgment for five 
dollars (approximately twenty shillings) and an action for 
twenty dollars (four pounds). By the former Reavy. Registra 
of Titles, ex parte Waddington (1917, Vict. L. R. 603)—-a ven- 
dor of a plot of land owned a strip of land one link wide, ex 


tending across an adjacent road, the fee of which was also vested | 
The purchaser of the plot also took a conveyance in | 


in him. 
fee of one square link of the strip of land (which was 76 links 
in length), together with a right of way over the residue of the 
strip, and over the whole of the road It was contended that 
one square link was too small a piece of land to be conveyed 


and registered. but this view did not meet with the approval of | 


the Court, and registration was ordered to be effected. It was 
said in argument on behalf of the unsuccessful party that the 
case of Thorpe v. Brumfitt (1873, 8 Ch 
of land five and a half square yards in area was in question, 
‘‘ went to the utmost length to which the Court should go’’ in 
recognizing conveyances of small pieces of land. This Australian 
case thus affords a valuable precedent in sanctioning the con 
veyance of less than eight inches of land with appurtenant 
rights. The first of the Canadian cases above referred to is 
Campbell v. Mahler (1919, 45 Ont. L.R. 44) The plaintiffs 
sued for damages for breach of a commercial contract, and 
obtained a verdict for five dollars (one pound). The defendants 
appealed. The Appellate Division of the Ontario High Court 
dismissed the appeal on the merits, but it was expressly said at 
the conclusion of the judgment: ‘‘ The Court will not refuse 
to entertain an appeal by reason of the smallness of the amount 
in question.’’ In the other Canadian case (Hopkinson v 
15 Ont. L.R. 208): the action was brought to set 
aside a conveyance as made in fraud of creditors. In the Ap 
pellate Division, the Chief Justice made some observations on 


Westerman. 


the hypothetical case of a plaintiff with a claim for only twenty | 
such an action could not, be | 


dollars (four pounds) 
thrown out because the amount involved is beneath the dignity 
of the Court ; the Court’s dignity is best upheld when all rights 
properly presented are enforced. Substantial rights are pre 
served by the Rules respecting scales and set-off of costs.’’ Both 
these cases are valuable as containing dicta on a subject not 
often touched upon in the English courts. 


The Duty of a Ship’s Husband, 

THE RECENT case of Ualifates v. Olivier (Times, 21st October) 
shows that, just as the onerous duties cast by law upon a hus- 
band towards his wife tend ever to expand more and more 
under the modern interpretation of the marital relationship, 
so the duties of a ship’s husband towards his co-owners are 


undergoing a similar development. In this case the owner of 


a ship had agreed with the master to give the latter a certain | 
share of the profits, and a share of the capital value in the 


event of a sale; in other words, he conferred on the master a 
joint share of a beneficial interest, at any rate, in the ship 


The ship was lost at sea, and it was found that the owner had | 


very much under-insured her; he had taken out policies for 
£30,500, when its full value was £105,000. The result was 
that the master sued the owner for a share of the capital value, 
based on the assumption that the latter was £105 000, and not 
£30,500. He contended that by the loss of the ship his in 
choate right to a share in the event of a sale had matured, but 
that the share was not a share in the actual policy moneys re 
ceived, but the moneys which would have been received had 
the ship been fully insured. Now, such a right can only be 
sustained at all if the ship’s husband is under a duty to his co- 
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| 310 11) In the case ot a 








































owner to insure; fafling such duty, the event on which the 
namely a sale, has never arisen, 
and he has therefore no claim 

rhe older view certainly 
that the ship’s husband has no legal duty to insure on 
f] Bell v. Hum phre (2 Starkie, 345), 
2727) Indeed, it is doubtful 


master’s rights depend, 
th: ig 


to a share which has never matured 


h no fault of anybody, 


)-owners 
khouse (5 Bun 
her the ship’s husband, in the absence of express authority 
ure, had any right to do so, and charge the owners with 
Robinson v. Gleadou 156). The 
custom, of course, is for the ship’s husband to 

and Mr. Justice Rocne, though preferring 
judgment only on the actual implications in the agreement— 


2 Bing N.S 
to base his 


1 


which conferred on the owner the right of administration of 
now 
linary legal relationship of husband and co- 


limit? Must the 
hip, even when, as 


the ship’s affairs—evidently considered that such a duty i 
in the or ] 
f the duty exist 


husband insure up to the full 


implied 
owner! gut what is its 
value of the 
was here the case, it the high rate of premium 
ind low rate of freight would exhaust the profits? His lordship 
held that the duty was to do what a reasonably prudent 7 
man would e held that 
the reasonable amount for which a prudent owner would have 
£80,000, or about four-fifths of the value ‘and he 
master’s claim to a share in this sup- 


such insurance 


lo in the circumstances (In the tacts 
insured wa 
found in favour of the 


posititio is amount ol public money 


Arrest of a Daughter. 

A CURIOUS POINT of law came before the Guildhal! nagistrate 
in an unreported case noted 83 J. P., p. 422 A girl was 
her own mother on a charge of stealing £17, not 
from the mother herself, but from the girl’s employer Now 
i also that 
the party aggrieved, here the employer, can arrest a person 
for committing a felony—-and embezzlement is a felony. If 
i felony has actualiy been committed, a private firm can 


arrested by 


t is clear that a policeman can arrest in such a case 


arrest any person on reasonable suspicion of having committed 
it: Beckwith v. Philby (1827, 6 B. & C. 638). Iti 
that a private person may arrest a person caught red-handed 
n the comm 


o clear 


ssion of a felony or attempting to commit it (Fost 
misdemeanour the powers of a 
private person are more limited He may arrest a person red- 
handed, 4. caught in the very act For v. Gaunt (1832, 3 
B. Ad. 798) Sut if he hear that X ha 
demeanour he cannot arrest X unless this is nece ry 
Brewster (1841, 2 Q 


a private person can arrest 


committed a mis 
to pre 
B. 375) 


persons 


vent its recurrence: Baynes v 


This is the reason why 


engaged in a breach of the peace or about to resume such 


breach. But where an offence has been committed, whether 


felony or misdemeanour, «the object of this rule —namely, the 
prevention of further crime—does not apply, and it may seem 
doubtful whether a third party—not the party aggrieved or 
to take the execution of the law 
The fact that 
pecial 


i policeman—is entitled 
into his own hand by arresting the defendant 
the arrestor is the culprit’s parent probably confers n¢ 
one, and 


status on him or her. The point is an interesting 


if it comes before a civil court on an action of false imprison 
ment much elemental and antique law is likely to emerge in 


the course of discussion 


The Remoteness of Cause. 

Tae Court of Appeal has just affirmed Mr. Justice Batt 
HACHE’S much-criticized decision in //oohy Hill Rubher Co 
v. Royal Insurance Company | Limited) (Times, 21st October) 
Here a fire policy excepted from its be nefits losses caused by 
explosion.’”’ In a T N T. factory a fire arose ind caused an 
explosion, which caused the losses sustained The assured 
company n iturally contended that the object of the policy was 
to insure against losses caused by fire, whenever fire was the 
ausa prorima from which all the damage inevitably flowed, and 
that the existence of a causa mterveniens, in the iape of an 
explosion caused by the fire, could not affect the liability of the 
insurers. The latter contended, on the other hand, that the 


exception of losses caused by explosion covered every case In 
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which “‘ exp heal ion ’’ intervened in the dain of causation which 
led up to the actual loss; whether the explosion started the fire 
or the fire the explosion. 
to the arbitrator, the 
Appeal But common 
suggest that the 
relates only to explosions whi: 
which cause an explosion. 


This view has now commended itself 

instance judge, and the Court of 
sense and logic, nevertheless, rather 
explosions ’’ in a fire policy 


h cause a fire, and not to fires 


exception ol 


The Treasury Solicitor and Bona Vacantia. 

A cuRIoUS POINT came betore the Vacation Judge, Mr. 
Justice P. O. Lawrence, in Ke Ferdinand, Ex-Tsar of Bul 
gar (ante, p. 761). Coutts’ Bank held securities and funds 
to the value of about £400,000 which had belonged to the 
deposed Tsar of Bulgaria before the war. When he became 
torfeit to the Crown, 
asmuch as they are deemed to be the property of the en 
Government, and therefore can be 


an alien enemy those funds became in 
seized and confiscated by 
the Crown wherever found (except on a neutral ship or in a 
neutral country). An inquisition under the Great Seal in fact 
inquired into the ownership of the securities (which, 
was not in dispute), and declared them as forfeit. ‘The resuit 
in law is curious. The securities were in the name of the 
ex-Tsar. Therefore, he still had the legal estate, and now 
held in law as trustee for the beneficial owner, the 
But such a trustee is not convenient, obviously lle is still 
an alien enemy, he is resident out of the jurisdiction, he 1s 
not willing to acknowledge and act on the declared trust: in a 
word, he is not a fit person to act as trustee. What follows? 
He can be removed by an order of the Court and a new trustee 
appointed to whom the property can be transferred by a 
vesting order! This is c.early sound law. It is also emin 
ently ingenious And so this plan was used to get out of a 
difficult situation. The Attorney-General, representing the 
bene“.ciary, His Majesty, asked the « Court to remove FERb1 
NAND, appoint the Treasury Solicitor trustee, and made the 
usual vesting order. This was of course done. But, not un 
naturally, the bank, agents of the ex-Tsar, felt bound to oppose 
this confiscation of their client’s property. And the result of 
their representations at th» hearing was that the order wa 
made on a honourable understanding that the securities would 
not be disposed of by the Treasury Solicitor until the ex-Tsar 
had been afforded a reasonable opportunity—presumably after 
the conclusion of peace—to traverse 
King’s Bench Division 


however, 


Crown 


the inquisition in our 


Infants in Taxi-Cabs, 

A CASE STATED by a Metropolitan magistrate, Aemp v 
Lubbock (Times, 21st October), raised a point as to which 
magistrates have taken very different views. The London 
Hackney Carriage Act of 1853 provides for the fixing of cab 
fares in the metropolis by the Home Secretary An Orde: 
dated 30th December, 1917, fixes the present rates Under 
Schedule K, where a cab is licensed to carry more than two 
persons, each additional person beyond the two is chargeable 
with the sum of sixpence extra, ‘‘ provided that one child or 

two children under the age of ten shall count 
person. The Order makes no reference to infants-in-arms. 
Here it differs from the Railway Passenger Duty Act, 1842, 
which enacts Provided always that no child under five 
years of age sitting in the lap shall be deemed a passenger 
within the meaning of the Act Now the question which 
arose on the case stated was whether or not a mere babe i 
arms was a ‘* person ’’ within the proviso to Schedule K, in 
which case it would be chargeable, The case is not mentioned 
in the Order, and is clearly a casus omissus. The question of 
interpretation therefore arises, how is the /aeuna to be filled 
in? For this it is necessary to look at the whole scope and 
intent of the Order The view taken both by the 
magistrate and the Divisional Court 
Persons in the Order, wad held, must mean human beings who 
would normally occupy a seat A bibe in arms is normally 
carried on the lap of an adult. and requires no additional sit 
ting room Hence the intent of the Order is that it shall not 


as one 


leat ned 


was simple and ingenious 


be chargeable. This is a sufficiently reasonable decision. 
Unfortunately the Lord Chief Justice, in his judgment, rather 
suggests that the whole question is one of fact, whether or not 
the infant is carried in the arms or occupies a seat, and that 
in the latter case the babe is a passenger to be paid for; the 
magistrate must decide on the facts whether or not any par- 
ticular child is a passenger. This seems a rather confusing 
and unfortunate transformation of a question of law into an 
issue of fact We prefer Mr. Justice Avory’s concurring 
judgment, 1, however, on the presumption that an infant 
in arms cannot occupy a seat, and therefore cannot be a 
passenger. The third Judge, Mr. Justice Sankey, simply 
concurred in the decision, without expressing in a judgment his 
view as to the principle involved. 
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Duty of Solicitors. 
A DECIDEDLY ONEROUS duty is cast on solicitors by Fletcher 
& Son v. Jubb, Boult, and Hellewell (Times, 22nd October). 
The Public Authorities’ Protection Act, 1893, we hardly need 
say, bars all actions against local authorities for acts or omis- 
sions of duty, unless brought within six months of the act 
‘omplained of. This statutory limitation it is the duty of solici- 
tors to bear in mind while managing or advising on the affairs 
of a client. If they omit to remember it, and fail to warn their 
client to take steps in time, with the result that his action is 
barred, and he suffers loss accordingly, then the solicitor is 
guilty of negligence, and can be sued to make good his clients’ 
losses, Mr. "Justice A. T. LawreEnce thought otherwise, but 
s strong Court of Appeal (BaNKES, SCRUTTON, and DUKE, 
L.JJ.) held the view just enunciated. The duty of a solicitor 
is to exercise reasonable care and possess reasonable knowledge 
on behalf of his client: Godefroi v. Dalton (6 Bingham, 460). 
[t is certainly going a long way to hold him liable because he 
omits to inform his client that a Statute of Limitations may bar 
his debts ; yet such a result seems to follow from the Court of 
Appeal’s interesting and important decision Perhaps the 
opinion of the House of Lords will be taken in a case of such 
far-reaching consequences 


The Ministry of Health. 


Il.—The Transfer of Powers. 


In our last article it was pointed out that the Ministry of 
Health was not constituted with powers de novo. Its statutory 
powers all consist of other statutory powers hitherto possessed 
and exercised by a variety of other central authorities. To this 
must be added the fact that section 1 of the Act is expressed 
in such general terms as to give to the Ministry considerable 
jurisdiction to expand the transferred powers in the direction 
of the more adequate performance of its main duty, the pre- 
servation of the health of the people. But this power of expan- 
sion is so vague that doubts will inevitably arise as to its real 
extent. And it seems not unlikely that for a long time to 
come the existence of such doubts as to the limits within 
which it may act will lead the Ministry to adopt the simpler 
ind safer course of confining itself to the performance of 
duties hitherto performed by other authorities. Its function 
will rather be to co-ordinate diverse activities and economise 
effort than to attempt new tasks. 

Again, to recapitulate briefly, the transfer of powers takes 
three distinct forms. In the first class of case the whole func- 
tions of a Department are transferred to the Ministry of 
Health. This takes place as regards (I.) the Local Government 
Board, and (II.) the National Health Insurance Department 
(technically a sub-department of the Treasury). But in this 
case there is power reserved in clause 3 (3) of the constituent 
Act to re-transfer by Order in Council from the Ministry to 
other Departments any powers or duties “ which appear to 
His Majesty in Council not to relate to matters affecting or 
incidental to the health of the people.’’ The Local Govern- 
ment Board has many functions which may easily come within 
those terms. The chief are its power in relation to highways, 








buildings, streets, and its Poor Law power. It is well under- 
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stood, of course, that the Ministry of Transport and a new 
Poor Law Ministry not yet constituted will in due course take 
over these two sets of power respectively. This will only be a 
reversion to the old practice. The Local Government Board 
was itself a purely arbitrary body, to which were entrusted 
the functions of the old Health Boards, Road Boards, and 
Poor Law Board. 

In the second class of transfer, the Act provides that certain 
functions which it specifies shall be transferred uithout option 
or delay from other Depariments to the Ministry, but without 
abolishing those Departments or interfering with their other 
functions. The authorities to which this principle applies 
are the Privy Council, the Secretary of State for Home 
Affairs, and the Board ef Education (formerly a mere depart 
ment of the Privy Council, but now a separate Ministry) 
Probably few of our readers, even those experienced in Local 
Government practice, could give offhand what powers of the 
Privy Council are relevant to a Ministry of Health. The 
auswer is, power relative to the Registration and Licensing 
of Midwives. As regards the Home Secretary, the Children 
Act of 1908 conferred on him powers for the protection of 
infant life; these are naturally and logically now vested in the 
Ministry of Health. And of course the Board of Education has 
cast on it the duty of securing proper medical treatment for 
the children in State schools. This function is also properly 
transferred to the new Ministry. 

But the third class of transfer is of a less obvious kind 
There are certain powers lot securing treatment in the case 
of disabled soldiers vested in the Ministry of Pensions, and 
similar powers of control over mental defectives existing in 
the Home Office It dees not seem quite obvious why they 
should not be transferred to the new Ministry at once; but 
this is not done. Instead, power is given to transfer them at 
any time by Order in Council; but the transfer need not be a 
complete transfer of those functions. Nor need it take place 
all at one time Fragment by fragment of those functions 
may be taken by Order in Council, just as at any moment 
is found convenient This is a vague power of transfer. 
It is made stil! vaguer by the existence of a wide, general pro 
vision enabling all or any powers of any other Department 
relating to matters affecting or incidental to the health of the 
people to be subsequently similarly acquired by the Ministry 
(section 3 (2)). Experienced practitioners will recognize at once 
that questions of u/tra wires will in all probability arise when 
ever this general power begins to be exercised by some 
Minister consumed with a love of symmetry and uniformity 

The question naturally arises at once, why is this distinction 
drawn between the three classes of transferred functions? The 
answer is simple enough. Where the whole functions of a De- 
partment are transferred, the ground of the conveyance in tots 
is that the principal function of the Department concerned is 
to safeguard the public health, and that all its other functions 
are subsidiary thereto, except one or two, which are clearly 
anomalous, and ought to go elsewhere This is obviously the 
position of the Local Government Board and the National 
Health Insurance Department. Indeed it has never been 
in the least obvious why on the creation of the latter its func 
tions were not vested in the Local Government Board. Prob 
ably the desire of the Treasury to retain direct control of 
finance explains this historical anomaly. 

Again, when some clearly defined functions of a Department 
are transferred at once to the Ministry, as in the second class 
of case, the reason is that the Department is really concerned 
with some wholly different subject-matter, and its possession 
of the transferred power is an obvious anomaly. The Privy 
Council, the Home Office, and the Board of Education are 
obviously of this category. There is no reason why the former 
should register midwives, and it is most inconvenient that it 
should have to create a special branch for doing so Such 
branch is quite out of touch with the rest of the Council : ita 
officials and servants get a training that does not help them 
elsewhere in its sphere of duty, and obviously cannot hope for 
promotion to other duties therein On the other hand, a 
Ministry of Health has the machinery for supervising such 





registration, and the clerical assistants engaged therein can 


easily be found work in any department of such a Ministry. 
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Here again the officers employed on su h work would be a class 
apart, without prospects of promotion or more extended 
activity, if left in their own Departments In the Ministey ol 
Health they could be transferred on occasion to any branch 
of the Ministry It is, therefore, clear that sound reasons 
of internal office economy are sufficient to justify the trausfer 
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result was a compromise appearing in the Act However that 
the result is clearly justifiable It is a question of 
the con 


may be 
practice to be olve | by ictu il experience which ot 
tending Departments can best exercise the powers in dispute 
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show what powers can best. be 
Hence the matter is not definitely carried through by the 
Act, but left for future solution a 

It will be seen, then, that the legal 
of powers is very different in the three classes just enumerated, 
In the first case there is a universal succession of the Ministry 
of Health to the Local Government Board and the Insurance 
Department. The two latter suffer a complete d lution; a 
diy ition cayntis marima, which deprives them of all powers, 
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1 In the third case, in 


are likely to arise in the course of time 
deed. there is not even a sinqular succession, but merely an 
inchoate right to require the same at some future date much 
1 trustee’s power to require the conveyance of after 
acquired property by a settlor in a marriage settlement The 
legal status of the three kinds of transfer, therefore, closely 
approximates to the distinction between an intestate succession 
a conveyance by liability to 
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“ Judicial” and “ Arbitral” 


Proceedings. 


the place at present occupied by arbitration in our 
system of the administration of justice? An examination of 
text-books will disclose no definition of the word ‘‘ arbitra- 
tion sufficiently wide or precise to cover nearly all it 
meal ings, ind in fact no text-writer seems yet to 
to things denoted by it—to any 
thing like a It would almost appear that 
ystem of procedure and rights and duties were being 

ide the ordinary jurisprudence of the ordinary 
vhat as equity jurisprudence evolved iteel! along 


WHat 1 


possible 
have submitted the word—a 
irching analysis 
a new 
evolved aiot 
courts, sone 
ide the common law 

There is a definition of conciliation ’’ given in Wharton’s 
mm which aptly describes arbitration in one of its 
meanings: ‘‘ The settling of disputes without litigation.’ 
The ordinary meaning of arbitration, such, for instance, as 
Arbitration Act, 1889, is the 
and its decision by, a 


Law Lexic 


is contemplated by the 
voluntary reference of a pute to, 


person or persons who are not depositaries of any part of the 


judicial power of the State From this point of view, arbitra- 
are not ‘‘ judicial,’’ and when such proceed- 
ings are thus contrasted with proceedings of regularly estab 
lished courts they are often referred to as ‘‘ arbitral,’’ as dis- 
Nevertheless, arbitration is fre- 
quently said, and rightly in one sense, to be a judicial pro- 
and an arbitrator in the same way is said to have 
and exercise ‘‘ judicial ’’ functions. Thus, in the most recent 
edition of Russell on Arbitration (1919, 10th Ed.), pp. 358- 
361, it is laid down that an arbitrator ‘‘ must observe the 
ordinary, well-understood rules for the administration of 
and Haigh v. llaigh (1861, 5 L. T. 507) is cited for 
It is also said in the same connection that 
By section 


tion proceeding 


tinguished from ‘‘ judicial 


ceeding,’”’ 


Justice,’’ 
this proposition 
arbitrators ‘‘ have judicial functions to perform.”’ 
| (2) of the Perjury Act, 1911, the expression ‘‘ judicial pro- 
ceeding ’’ includes proceedings before a ‘‘ person having by 
law power to hear, receive, and examine evidence on oath,’’ 
which, of course, implies that proceedings before an arbitrator 
are ‘‘ judicial ’’ proceedings ; this enactment, in fact, replaces 
section 22 of the Arbitration Act, 1889. 

Arbitration, however, is not confined to voluntary 
references to persons chosen by the parties to the dispute. 
There is such a thing as ‘‘ compulsory ”’ arbitration, and 
this, of course, is much more akin to the judicial proceed- 
ing proper before a court to which is delegated a portion of 
the State’s judicial illustration of com- 
pulsory arbitration occurs in the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act The county court judge, who determines disputes 
under the Act of 1906, sits as an arbitrator only, and cannot 
(as a judge ordinarily could) grant a new trial: Mountain v. 
Parr (1899, 1 Q. B. 805). On the other hand, merely calling 
an arbitrator a ‘‘ Court’’ does not make him anything more 
than a person to whom a dispute is voluntarily submitted for 
decision. An illustration of this is the London Court of 
Arbitration, a 
sense a proper court of law. Compulsory arbitration is 
further illustrated by the provision of section 13 of the 
Arbitration Act, 1889, under which a judge may refer any 
question 1n a cause for report to a referee. 

Even in the case of compulsory arbitration, however, the 
broad distinction obtains between “‘ arbitral’’ and judicial 
proceedings properly so-called, in that the arbitrator is not 
the depositary of the judicial power of the State in such a 
way as to be able to enforce his decision on the parties. He 
performs certain functions pro hac vice, and in pursuance of 
some distinct mandate given by a statute. One essential part 
of the judicial power of the State committed to the courts 
of law is the power to enforce decisions on the parties, as well 
as make them without necessarily obtaining the assent of both 


power The best 


parties to the proceedings. 
The sphere of what is known as industrial arbitration 


merely voluntary organisation, and in no | 


affords an illustration of a further meaning of the word 
‘‘ arbitration.”’ Agreements, awards, or orders fixing rates 
under the Conciliation Act, 1896 (repealing the Arbitration 
(Masters and Workmen) Act, 1872), and the Trade Board 
Acts, 1909 and 1918, are substantially instances of arbitra- 
tion or awards compulsorily made binding on the parties, 
jut the action of a trade board in fixing rates of pay and 
conditions of work is legislative rather than judicial in the 
proper sense of the word. That the distinction between 
judicial and legislative functions is not often referred to in 
English text-books or regarded by English lawyers is mainly 
due to the circumstance that the British Constitution. is for 
the most part an unwritten one, and in particular the power 
of legislation of the Parliament of the United Kingdom is 
yractically (within physical limits) unlimited. In the United 
States of America, and in the case of the subordinate Legis- 
latures of the oversea dominions in the British Empire, this 
is not so, and it may be of vital importance on occasion to 
determine whether the powers conferred by a particular 
Legislature are or are not judicial in the proper sense. Even 
in England it makes for clearness in scientific jurisprudence 
if the real distinction between judicial and arbitral functions 
can be accurately traced. 

This distinction has been dealt. with 
American case, and also in Australian under the 
Commonwealth Conciliation and Arbitration Acts, 1904-1915. 
These Australian statutes are framed on the model of the 
English Conciliation Act, 1896, and Trade Boards Act, 1909, 
and should therefore not be lost sight of by English lawyers 
interested in industrial arbitration 

In one American case (Prentis v. Atlantic Coast Line Co., 
211 U.S. 210), relied on and quoted in the High Court of 
Australia, the following passage occurs: ‘‘ A judicial inquiry 
investigates, declares, and enforces liabilities as they stand 
on present or past facts, and under laws supposed already to 
exist. That is its purpose and end. Legislation, on the 
other hand, looks to the future, and changes existing con- 
ditions by making a new rule to be applied thereafter to all 
or some part of those subject to its power. The establish- 
ment of a rate is the making of a rule for the future, and is 
therefore an act legislative, not judicial, in kind’’: see 
fustralian Boot Trade, de., v. Whybrou & Co. (1910), 10 
Commonw. L. R. 266, at p. 318. 

In a recent Australian case, Weterside Workers’ Federa- 
tion v. Alexander (1918, 25 Commonw. L. R. 434), the whole 
question of the distinction between ‘‘ judicial ’’ and 
“ arbitral’? powers and functions is discussed in connection 
with the question of the validity of certain provisions of the 
Conciliation and Arbitration Acts (modelled, as already 
étated, on the English Acts of 1896 and 1909). There was 
considerable diversity of judicial opinion among the seven 
judges (the full Court of the Federal High Court), and the 
‘ase is worthy of perusal by English lawyers for the sake of 
the observations on the nature of the ‘‘ judicial power ’’ of 
the State, and the difference between ‘‘ judicial ”’ and 
‘ arbitral ’’ proceedings 


more than one 


cases 
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CASES OF THE WEEn. 
Court of Appeal. 


HEPWORTH MANUFACTURING CO. (LIM.) v. RYOTT No. 1 
15th and 16th October. 


Use of 


Contract—RestTraint oF Trape—Contract By Firm Acror To Act 
UNDER PskupONYM—Psrvuvony™M TO BE PROPERTY OF EMPLOYER 
REASONABLENESS—ACTOR’S REPUTATION ACQUIRED UNDER PskuDONY™M 
RiGut TO Prevent User oF PskvUpONYM AFTER QUITTING EMPLOYMENT 
{ film producing company entered into a contract with an act t 

perform for them for a certain period, which provided that the act 

should act under a pseudonym or atage-name, which was to be the 
property of the company, and was not to he uaed hy the actor after 

The actor a quired 

under the pre udonym, and then after ai 

mitract with another 


quitting the ¢ mploy me nt for any purpose whatever 
a reputation before the publi: 
interval of military service entered into a 
employer to act for the films 

Held (affirming Astbury, J.), that the contract not to use the pseu 
donym tn another employment was void as bh ing tn restraint of trade 
calculated to deprive the actor for a time of hia market value and means 
of livelihood, and unreasonable Its real object waa to 
unenforceable 


reatrai 
petition, and aa auch it wees 

Appeal by the plaintiffs from a decision of Astbury, J. (reported 63 
SoLictror’s Journ w, 626). The defendant, Mr. Wernham Ryott, who 
had been an actor on the regular stage, went into the service of t 
plaintiffs. a film-producing company, as a cinema actor, at a salary of 
£10 a week for a period of a year, renewed for another year Lhe 
agreement required him to act under the pseudonym of Stewart 
Rome and that such pseudonym should be the property of the con 
pany, and that after leaving the company’s service he should not use 
without their consent for any purpose whatever. The material clause 
in the contract is fully set out in the judgment below. The defendant 
soon acquired a great reputation as a film actor under the name of 
‘Stewart Rome.’ Early in 1917 he went into the Army, and remained 
in military service till 1919. when he was demobilized. Having failed 
to come to terms with the plaintiffs, he entered into a contract with the 
Broad West Film Company to act for them at a salary of £20 a el 
It was essential that, being known as “ Stewart Rome he should 
continue to act as such, otherwise, according to the evidence, his market 
value would have been only £7 a week “he plaintiffs, having brought 
this action for an injunction, Astbury, J., dismissed it on the ground 
that the contract was in restraint of trade, and the plaintiffs appealed 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal 

Warrincton, L.J., said that the object of the action was to enforce 
an agreement by the defendant as a cinematograph actor by which he 
was subject to certain restraints upon the use by him and the adver 
tisement to the public of a pseudonym. or acting name, under which 
he had passed. The real defence to the action, which was adopted by 
Astbury. J., was that the contract came within the principle under 
which contracts in restraint of trade were held to be prima-facie void 
as contrary to public policy, and was not within the exception of con 
tracts of this nature reasonably necessary for the protection of the 
employers. The question was whether Astbury, J., was right Th 
facts were not in dispute. The plaintiffs were a company whose busi 
ness it was to produce cinematograph films and, having produced films 
they sold them to middlemen, called renters, who then dealt with the 
films and the rights of producing them by conferring those rights on 
the proprietors of cinematograph theatres. For the purpose of prod: 
ing those films the producing companies each had a stock company of 
actors, and it appeared that as far as possible they imposed on the 
actors forming their stock companies pseudonyms for the purpose of 
the performances, and advertised their films in trade newspapers with 
the acting names of the actors. His lordship having stated the facts 
and referred to clause 3 of the contract requiring the use of the 
pseudonym Stewart Rome, read clause 4, which was as follows : ‘‘ Upon 
the determination of this agreement it is hereby declared and agreed 
as to any such pseudonym as follows: The artist shall not use such 
pseudonym for any purpose whatever, and shall not dance, act, perform 
or otherwise pose for the purpose of being photographed by any person 
firm or corporation, or agree so to do unless and until the said person, 
firm or corporation have agreed in writing with him or her not to 
expose or advertise photographs of him or her under such pseudonym 
and, further, shall not dance, act, perform or otherwise appear in any 
theatrical, dramatic or spectacular entertainment. under such pseudonym, 
and shal! not agree with any person, firm or corporation to dance, act, 
perform or otherwise appear in any such theatrical, dramatic or spec 
tacular entertainment sm and until such person, firm or corporation 


' 


have agreed in writing with him or her not to announce or advertise 
his or her dance, act, performance or other appearance under such 
pseudonym Was, then, the learned Judge right in holding that a con 
tract of this kind was, in the circumstances, within the principle making 
contracts in restraint of trade void and unenforceable rhe material 
point with reference to that appeared to be that the defendant, while 
for the plaintiff under the name of Stewart Rome, had 

ured a particular item of equipment-—namely, the popularity which 

ame of Stewart Rome, coupled with his skill in acting, had a quired 

m. It was in evidence that that popularity was extremely high, 
ndeed, in a competition held in circumstances that were not known 

he had been ypularity only to the 

Chaplir Of course, the result was that the fi m producer 


hich Stewart Rome appeared, 


1 hign prices tor hims in w 
ntly, that the defendant under that name ild command 
It. f ved that the right to use this pseudonym had 
ye Important item = in the defendant's professional equipment, 
this through nothing that the plaintiffs ha« It was true 
untiffs had advertised the defendant is name, but 
lone that for their ow: | ( ) them to get a 
their fir 


mpany 


selected as second ye 


carried into 

equipment until he could 
, r agai inder some her name Was there i mtract 

h prevented the defendant from going into the market with the 
equipment that he had acquired in the practice of his profession 
ntract traint of trade There was no dispute really about 
Lord Macnaghten, in Nordenfelt Vexim N 

( 1894, A. ( p. 565), in a passage quoted by Lord 

}? dent © q end Supply (Limited) 

733 sata ) ui interest in every 

on his trade freely ; so he individ All inter 

dividual tradis ind all restraints 

mitrary to public 
therefore void That is the general rule But there are 
of trade and interference with individual liberty 
lon mav be justified by the special circumstances of a particular 
It is a sufficient justification, and, indeed, it is the only justifica- 
the restriction is reas¢ ~~ reasonal ¢ ' in reference 
of the partis 


denfelt Guna 


therty 


hemselves, if there thing more, are 


reatraints 


interests n reference to 
to afford ade 
while at 
Here the 
upment obtained by his own 
onknncwain — or ' ct, if carried into effect, would deprive him 
of the benefit of it It followed that the contract was within the prin 
le which rendered d ntracts in restraint of trade It 

by the appellants that there 


uarded 4a 
muro ito mmposed 
t the publi 


defendant was posse  ihewn al ae 


vas said 
here to prevent the defendant 
no doubt 


ment he would 


ciple 
vas nothing 
nematograph actor That 

Det it = not enoug! \ ilt f the awres 
maimed and 


irce of his pe rity ane » qualification which 


r whom he pleased as a 


crippled by ss of that which was at present 
enabled him 
ntract w in agreement in 
contract 


ide reason 


mand higl 


f trade on] “7 ques n Ww he r the 


irdly be 

tract unless it 

V plaintiffs in which 

t Getencdant ? i pneared Tt was " este it. the ilue of these 
films might be imperilled if the defendant acted under the name t 
Stewart Rome in some That 
mtentior s fantasti Beside ipon the evidence it appeared that 

j t the t= vas three vears. and the defendant had 
nplovment en in 1917 when he vas illed up 


} ted a at least t ind a half 


objectionable or vulgar performance 
} ' 


, * 
n hicl } 


vears old followed that the restraint was not reasonably ‘ 

plaintiffs. It was pretty obvious that the 

} ’ nent t to protect property of 
te the 


\ 
eseary 


for the wr oti +} 


particular 
quired under his pseudonym 
' hile ‘ reemr ‘ hin Hy hy ] rdsh r was clad 
to think that that object would be defeated. The judgment of Astbury 
J nd the appeal must he dismissed 
ho referred to Vitchel v. Reynolds (1 P 
1 ana 1 ewa (1909 1 Ch. 763 
es from Meeon's case (aupra) and Morrie 
d Ever. J.. del red lor 
FP. Ruaeell, KC na 
H FE. Wrieht 


Wms. 181 
and quoted 
Sarelby (1916 
nent to the same effect 

Dightor Pollacl Patricl 
SOLICTTORS W. PP Guillet Roamer 
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High Court—K ing’s Bench Division. 


GREEN-PRICE +. WEBB Lush. J. 
EXPIRATION or Term—ContTract with New 
Tenant Inprcen sy Represenrations or Orntarwat Texant— Rervasar 
(itve cue Posst mw? Increase or Rene ann Vierraace Tarens 

1915 1919 > & 6 Civo. 5. G7 (iro 


7th Oetober 


LANDLORD AND TENANT 


Rrstrrerios Acq 


iW 
5 


in 
e 7:9 Gro » J) 
rynratior i the lea dou dwelling | user and 


Nhartly het 





raueated th landlord to let the premises for @ 


nises, the 
premise h i 
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new fermtoa per n whom he named In consequence of this request 
the landlord entered into an agreement f tenacy with the person 
named ‘) fi erpiration of the torme erm the tenant the reunder 
refused t give up the premises because he could not obtain possesston 
of another “4 h he had bought, owing to the provisions of the 
Increaa ) tent and Mortgage Interest (Wear Restrictions lcte, 
1915-1919 ] t hy the landlord to recover possession, 

Held O f ‘ rt had power t ake an order for possession 
under the « pre ‘ lets (2) that « tenant had tnduced the 
landlord mat ntiract with the ew tenant, and had then 
Tefused » del ‘ip premu whereby the landlord became liabl 
to an ¢ , re t contract. ti matituted a reasenable ar 
éatiafa ” ‘ { fu , aking mn rder for possession 

Stovir I 1919. 63 Sorierrors’ JournaL, p. 682 
‘ j The plaintiffs sought to 
obta | ‘ ) ft he j ! ‘ Beckenham, Kent, hela 
by tl dete I ( t lease from the plaintiffs for seven years 
from 24 , vw defendant refused to yt Up Possesslo 

! premises under the terms and 
provisior Mortywaye interest War 
Restriction “ ] 1919. when the term was a 
few nontl ! ehpu | ‘ t wrote to the plarntiffs i 
letter ‘ving uw ‘ re ip this house on 24th June 
I and have 


claims 


the expiration 
bought a | ist ‘ "> " oOuno v t tenant for 
' “1 4 ‘ ‘ as shel v1 ling to 
fixture I hope mu will come to terms. TT am 
Mir He your tame ad vou will doubtless hear from 
hie day The plamotitt eived this letter, entered 
into an agreement th Ma H t ! honld be the tenant of 
the premises for the term of sev v from 24th June, 1919 The 
house whi the def wnt | 1 at Bognor had been pur 
chased for } wh ¢ ' n | the defendant sought to obtain 
Possess ! rder that e mi ‘ his house at seckenham 
t Mrs. Hoole, the tenant of the yuse at Bounor claimed to retain 
POSSOSS10 ler the provisions of the Lncrease of Rent and Mortgage 
Interest (War Restrictions Act 1915. 1919 ind the defendant was 
unable to obtain possessio is it appeared the tenant of the house at 
Bognor i mmable to obtain iitable accommodation elsewhere In 
these circumstances, when the defendant was required to allow Mrs 
Hoole to take possession of the demised premises, he informed the 
plaintiffs that he was unable to cive up possession of the premises, 
and that he relied on the provivaonus of the aforesaid Acts, and should 
remain i) possession Thereupon the plaintiffs commenced this action 
claimi: thre wrdetr f the Court that the premises should be yiven up 
by the defendant to the plaintiffs rT) plaintiffs contended that the 
present can is to be distinguished from Sforin v. Fatrbraae (1919, 

63 Soumirors’ Jovernan, p. 682. 88 L. J K. B. 1004) and Price 

Pritchard (35 1 L. R. 672 They were entitled to Possession, because 
they had hee induced by the letter of the defendant to enter into 
the iureement ith Ners Hoole mod son cobsequence they were now 
liable to an action by Mrs. Hoole for breach of contract. owing to the 
defendant refusal te wive up possession of the premises The 
defendant contended that, though he had been responsible for the 
present difficulty ahbont giving up the premises to Mrs. Hoole, this 
did not prevent him setting up the defen ot the Increase of Rent 
and Mortgave Interest War Restrictions Acts, 1915-1919 Either 
party « ld vive notice ind the tenant in occupation could claim the 
benefit f the Acts, notwithstanding the notice, as appeared by 
trfizans, Labourers and Ceneral Dwellings Co. (35 T. L. R. 521. 

1919, W. N. 165 
Lusn, J., said there were two questions he had to decide. The 
first was her he had jurisdiction to make the order the plaintiffs 
ked for le second was whether if he had the power or juris 
diction to make such order, it was reasonable that he should exercise 
it in the circumstances of the case. The Acta in question were not 
easy to interpret, and there had been several cases in the Courts, 
e of Stovin vy. Fatrbross (supra), which had been in 
the Court of Appeal. In the county court the judge had given the 
plaintiffs possession, on appeal to the Divisional Court that Court had 
overruled the county court judge, and the Court of Appeal confirmed 
the decision of the Divisional Court by a majority of the judges. It 
had be: argued on behalf of the defendant in the present case that 
he (the learned judge) was bound by the decision in Stovin v. Fair 
+raar (Aupra und that he had no power to make the order for 
possession claimed by the plaintiffs It was held by the Court of 
Appea! that case that under the Act of 1915. section 1. sub-section 
(3), the discretion of the Court to give possession of premises to a 
landlord could only be exercised if the case fell within one of the 
grounds mentioned in the section—viz., if the premises were (a) 
reasonably required for the occupation of the landlord or some person 
in his employ, (b) or in the employ of some tenant of his. The Court 
held that this section did not enable them to make an order where the 
premises were required for the possession of a purchaser. The Act 
of 1918 cut out the purchaser from the persoas who cannot reasonably 
require possession, and left it to a claim made by the landlord for 
his own occupation, that of his servant and the servant of his tenant 
Tt was argued that the Court had laid down a hard and fast line in 
Stovin v. Foirbrass (supra), and that if the object of the action for 
possession was to give po.session to someone who was not within the 


especiall the ca 








Oct. 25, 1919 


enumerated classes he had no jurisdiction to make the order. He was 
disposed to give every attention to the dicta of the Lords Justices, 
but it must be borne in mind that the language of the judgments must 
not be divorced from the facts of the case in regard to which the 
dicta were made. The Lords Justices were dealing with a state of 
things quite different from that of the present case. The only grounds 
for claiming possession in Stovin v. Fairbrass (supra) that the plain- 
tiffs could really show were that there was a particular person, namely, 
a purchaser for whom they required possession. The Lords Justices 
said the Levislat ire had enumerated the only persons for whom pos- 
session could be simed, and the plaintiffs wanted to add another 
class to the complete list This would be inconsistent with the part 
of the \et imitinug the classes { persons for whose benefit provision 
vas made rhe question in the present case, however, was whether 
the plaintiffs were really seeking to add to the list of persons for 
whose benefit wssession was claimed by the landlord. Was it true 
to say that the real ground on which the claim was made was that 
the plaintiffs wished to put Mrs. Hoole into possession and displace 
Webb If that were so he (his Lordship) would not take any other 
view than that expressed by the Lords Justices; but he was satisfied 
that the real ground on which the plaintifis were seeking possession 
was that they wanted to be protected against the consequences of the 
breach of contract which thev had made with Mrs. Hoole, induced 
thereto by the defendant's own conduct and in consequence of his 
wn arrangements They were exposed to litigation from Mrs. Hoole 
f they could not give her possession as they had contracted to do; 
ind it was against this risk that the plaintiffs were asking to be pro 
tected He could see nothing in Storm v. Feirbrass (supra) which pre 
cluded him from exercising his own judgment whether this was or 
vas not a reasonable and satisfactory ground for giving possession by 
his order to the plaintiffs. There was nothing in Price v. Pritchard 
<u pre ner in’ Artizans, Labourers and General Dwellings Co. v 
Whitaker which affected this view. In his opinion the plaintiffs asked 
for possession on grounds which were both reasonable and satisfactory 
in the circumstances of that case, and there would be judgment for 
the plaintiffs for possession, with costs.—Counsex, for the plaintiffs, 
Croom Johnson; for the defendant, Hdga- Dale Soricirors, Red 
eliffes de Hood Lendon A Carpe nher 


[Reported by G. H. Kwort, Barrister-at-Law } 
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SMEETON v. ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
Sth, 9th, 10th and 28th July. 

Revenve—Liasintiry tro Excess Prorits Dury—Aprpropriate REMEDY 

Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Gro. 5, c. 89), ss. 39, 44 ann 45. 
Where a plaintiff asked for a declaration that he was not liable to 
ercess profits duty and other consequential declarations as to hia 
hiahility to All “up formes and supply information, and where the elementa 
if mmvedidity and pahlre interest preacut im the cases of Dyson v. The 
Attorney-General (1912, 1 ('/. 158) aad Burghes r. The Attorney-General 
1912, 1 ¢ A. 173) were absent, and the question concerne d the plaintiff's 


Peterson, .]. 


business ml y, 


Hleld. that ot was undesirable that in cases of that character, in which 
the right of appeal preacribed by the Act wee available to the plaintiff, 
that the Court should make a declaratory order, and accordingly the 
Court, in the exerciae of ite diacretion, refuaed to make the declaratory 

rder asked without ¢ rpressing any opinion asa to whether the plaintiff's 
husineas came within section 39 of the Finance (No. 2) irt, 1915 (546 


(Jeo. 5, «. 89) or not 


This was an action for a declaration that the plaintiff was under no 
obligation to make a return for the purpose of assessment to excess 
profits duty in respect of his trade or business on the form served upon 
him, and that he was net liable under section 39 of the Act or under 
any other statutory enactment to the payment of excess profits duty, 
und that he was not under any obligation to comply with the require 
ments of the district surveyor of taxes to supply him with information 
with a view to an assessment of excess profits duty being made against 
him. The plaintiff had been served with a notice under Part III. of 
the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, requiring him to make a return for 
the purpose of assessment to excess profits duty in respect of his trade 
or business as an advising engineer. This profession depended upon 
his personal qualifications, but since July, 1915, in addition to his 
private business, he had been negotiating Government contracts on 
behalf of a company making munitions of war, and had been acting as 
engineering advisor to the company. He received a fixed retaining 
fee per week for this, and also a fixed payment for each shell or fuse 
of a particular description supplied by the company. He brought this 
action against the Attorney-General for the declarations asked on receipt 
of the form. 

Pererson, J., after stating the facts, said: In exercise of my dis 
cretion, but without expressing any opinion upon the question whether 
the plaintiff is carrying on a trade or business which is subject to the 
provisions of the Act, I refuse to make any declaratory order, being 
of opinion, first, that the elements of invalidity and public interest 
present in Dyson vy. The Attorney-General (1912, 1 Ch. 158) and Burghes 
v. The Attorney-General (1912, 1 Ch. 173) are absent from this case, 
i” which the real question is whether the plaintiff's business is within 
section 39 or not ; and, secondly, I am of opinion that it is not desirable 
that cases of this character, in which the right of appeal provided by 
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was the Act is available to the plaintiff if dissatisfied with his assessment, - 
ices, shall be withdrawn from the Court constituted for dealing with revenue New Orders, &c. 
must cases.—CounseL, J'umlin, K.C., and Wihinney; Sir Gordon Heweart 
the A.-G., Sheldon, Reginald Hills and T. H. Par Souicirors, /ichard Board of Trade Orders. 
e of gon, Sadlere, d: Callard ; Solicitor for the Inland Revenue : é 
unds {Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] UHE PROFITEERING ACT, 1919 
lain- MOTOR SPIRTI 
ely, Re WRIGHT. HEGAN v. BLOOR. P.O. Lawrence, J. Ith July. The ail oo i the Profiteering Act, 1919, 
aes SeETTLEMENT—SpectaAL Power oF AvrroINTMENT—FRAUD ON Power ‘rices Order (N adi date of the signing 
wwe ADMISSIBILITY oF EVIDENC? ere i, but wat! preju ty incurred undet 
j e ‘ ; ; ‘ ‘ y » ’ a 
part Where a testatria under a settlement had yen powe o appoint eth ' tur ibs cl in reapect of any 
ision a sum of money and a spectral power to ¢ on ertan investment l7th Octaber 
ther among blood relations, and purported to ith t A 
for only part of my money Ll can leave t 
true certain persone, and also directed th 
that divided equally among certain pers 
rlace Held, that the will did exercise the special pow The Boa m a ela siden ott thane skeen 
ther Where a testatrix made a will in 1917 i] ' ert : t dul et rele ind in common 
sfied her nephews stating that she had made an agree f e ther 3 , the ‘ es not rotied, and hereby 
ee and their father which dealt with the exercise o é ver | ‘ ho @ : ila ak % ti eadh and evar 
the Held, that that letter was admissible + seine ‘ the t er artic ies vit t t . ‘ lo s Orden ; 
uced mind of the teatatrix, and her tntention and purpose et hing the j } = ; ivy be cited as the 
his appointment. Held, finally, the onus was on the persons who supported 
oole the appointment to shew that the testatriz had abandoned her im prop 
do ; motive at the time she made her will, an f r noly the will was pro 
pro tanto a fraud on the powes far us phews , ned ‘ tr 
pre Humphrey ’. Olver (28 a Fie ! er beth ) Wil a and 
8 or i ite owders and 
, by This was an originating summers 
hard will of the testatrix exercised a spec! ' po t om G. Medi wn gi ‘ _— luding thermo- 
\ favour of her biood relations, and if t 
sked fraud on the power. The facts wer f the marriag } sed for | one . neluding : 
torv 1881, of Mr. and Mrs. Wright, a | TT ! ol money and certan ] 
for investments were by deed settled trust to \irs Wright for lite 
‘iffs, and on her death as to the sum in trust osu person or persons 


Pod as she should by deed or will appoint, and vestments upor 
trust for her blood relations as she should vy time or times there 
after in like manner appoint, and in default « ich appointment upo 
trust for her statutory next-of-kin Mr. Wright died in 1892, and 
Mrs. Wright in July, 1917, the latter with: <sue, and having made 
a will in January, 1917, under which, af ppointing the plaintiffs mole imp ri dem ng ing and carpentry toole 
her executars, she purported to vive the s only part of my 
money | can leave to other than blood to certain person ‘ t - ; ng Instrurnents and Measuring Instru 
She then gave legacies to several persons, w wert me of her blood t [Glazette. 17th Octaber 
relations, including £50 to her sister, Emi >ound, and £600 each to 
two nephews, W Fisher and C Fisher, and she then directed the rHi MAY RNS) OLDER 1919 
residue of her “* money to be equally divided between her sister and 4 
her said two nephews The testatrix had practically » property of 
her own, and many years previous to the date of her will she had 
by deed appointed the sum to other persons, so that the investment 
were the only property she could Hispose of Their value at the dat 
of her death was about £2,000 She had numerous next-ot-ku aie i 
from 1891 down to his death in 1911 the father of W. and ( . orted or mmy hereatter unport into Great Britain hay of the 1919 
had made her an allowance of £80, and he left he duced outside Crrewt Britain (whether hatfed or chopped or 
on his death, which she received until her death. There was sare oS ee < Sub-~ meee (0) and ; hereof, 
evidence of any fraud upon the power other than a letter written » the 26th chy wf October 1919, make toe the Central Couneil, 
October, 1911, to her two said nephews by the testatrix, in which, she Department (Board of Trade), 47, Victoriastreet, Westminster, 


in effect stated that in the spring of 1891 he had verbally agreed = + return in t rm set out in the Schedule hereto 


with her brother that he should give her £80 a year, on condition , . 
that she should appoint to him or to members of his family £2,000 a y me 1 t» and including the Wth September, 1919), and shall 
out of the total investments over which she had a speciaé power cf »! 
appointment in favour of her blood relations under the 1881 setth 
ment. Counsel for the sister contended that the will dic execute the 
power and that the letter was admissible in evidence, and showed 
that the will was a fraud on the power to the extent of the appoint 
ment to the two Fishers. Counsel for the two Fishers argued that 
the will did execute the nower, but that the letter is not admissible 
because of its date or against the appointees 

P. O. Lawrence, J.. after stating the facts, said, in the cours 
a considered judgment: The will of the testatrix operates as 
execution of her special power of appointment Il am of opinion on Neeiaae 
the second point that the letter of October, 1911, is admissible in ] | = “9 - 
oldies to ehaw the state of mind of the tecteieix and her intention Tses me: inta mee ind used 7 xclusively f ignicultural purposes or 
iy temenes in mellnn the agpeluieumt, end Ghat the onus fa-en them | gy to ata ns used exclusivedy for st ul purposes or for feeding 
who support the appointment to shew that she had abandoned her se Fe 0 —o ‘ wned foals and year ngs 
improper motive at the time she made the will. The principle of | who is required by this Order to make a return 
Humphrey v. Olver (1859, 28 L. J.. Ch 406) ipplies The result is +s t - I . rae pwtul excune neglecta to mma Ke ' reat im” is required 
that the will of the testatrix is a fraud on the power to the extent - o . Une Gost ri —- -— »wledge and be ef or makes or causes 
of the appointments in favour of the two Fishers.—Counsen. h. F. Ball Pir ele D Oe gee ae wae awe os oes offence 
©. Church; BE. Watmough, G. Wildyard Sotr rors. Jlughes, Hooker vience af the Revim Regulations : 

Ch. + Michal Abealames & Co Order * Hivy neludes Clover, Mixtures and Sainfoin 

ws Order may be cited as The Hny (Returns) Order. 1919. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-et-law.) . come into force on the date of signature hereof , 
mw Order does not apply to Ireland 

16th October 


ve acquired may erealter acquire 
in Great Dritain whether chaffed or 
¢ actual producer theres ind whether 
ivered or is still to be dehvered to the 
sme rnne r to dis order, and every person who has 


! 1 annuity 


e 
comprise ul such May SO voqurred mn imported at 


before the 4th day om each suc eeding month, make a 
mm as aforesaid to the Central Counel aforesaid jn 
the preceding month 

ded toa person acquiring or importing such hay wolely ta 
mis in tas posseemon or under his control need not make 
the tirrst. return except as regards suolh succeeding 
imaty have acquired or imported further quantit + 
shall Ibe required by the Central Council aforesaid 

wy particular month 
f this Order shall not apply to hay acquired or 
used dor feeding to horses or other animals owned by 


une) the Acdmmaralt or the Aw Ministry, or for feeding 


the Recorder for legal aid was a deaf and dumb man. Through a: 
imempreter the Recorder told him that his application would be granted Form of Monthly Return.) 

and solicitor and counsel assigned him. It would, he added, be neces Forms of returns can be obtained from the Secretary, Central Council 
sary for the interpreter to atitend the conaultations between the man | Forag Department (Board of Trade), 47 Victoria Street, Weetminater, 
and his lega! advisers. London, S.W. 1 Gazette, VIth Octoher. 


\mong the prisoners at the Old Bailey « Tuesday whe app ied to THE Scuent i 
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“Ministry of Munitions. 
ORDER 

(IRELAND) 

Orders 


FLAX SEED 


With reference to the following made by the Minister 
Munitions, namely 
The FI Seed Ireland 
The of Flax Seed 
tember 
The Fl 
20th September 
Minister of Mun 
1) The « ! ' f 
ifter the 21st 


2 such 


June 


dated 


1918 
20th 


dated 18th 
1918 


1918 
Order 


Order, 


lreland 


ax 
Sep 


os 


Seed Shipment fror Ireland) Order 1918. dated 


191t 


tions h 


ax 


ereby order is Tollows 


saul Orders is hereby nded om and 

til further notice 

iffect the previo operation 

them, or the alidity of ction 

tv t per punishment in respect 
the 


failure to compl 
proceeding of 


the 
1919. ur 
spension shall not 
my t 
the 


Der 
of the 
taken 


said Orders or any 
thereu 
ot 


ndetr I liabi ul iltv or 


said Orders o1 


remedy 


any mitra ntion of vith 


suspel ny 


ishment 


The Ff 


in respect nal a” 
3) This Order ited 
Orde l 


pur 


Ire] ind) 


Seed Sus 


pension 119 


ORDER, 1917 
1917, is 


VOLYBDENITE 


ind Mol, 
October, 1919 


rHE AND 


Phe 
pended on 


rt 


operation ! I 


NG 


inuvsten bdenite Order sus 


and i ith 


Board Order. 


of 17th October 
for male workers in 
1919 


vs engaged 


Agricultural Wages 
the Gazette 
rates ofl 
27th October 
in 


The following contained 
Order varying 
Cheshire 


Propo il to fix ver 


are in 


the 
into operation 


Intnimum wages 


to come on 


rates of wages for learning 


Orders. 
ORDER 


Ministry of kood 
DRIED FRUITS (RETAIL PRIOES) 
General Licence 
Notwithetanding Clause 1 a 
as amended, and after 23rd September, 1919 
Egyptian Dates may be bought and sold by retail 
ing 10d per b ind Tunis Dates and A 
exceeding 1a. 6d. per Jb provided at whe 
Algerian Dates packed cartons 
at @ price not per ob alvu 
of dates » 
The 
Order 
ore judice ny 
23rd September 


THE 1918 


Order 


reatace 


the above 
further 
not exceed 


of 
unt 
ata price 
Dates 


the 


y tle 


proviswas of 
on 
genian at a price «yt 
Dates: 0 
ind 

weigiit 


Tums 
boug hit 


re 


are they may bbe sold 


% teal ‘ ett 


exceeding Upo he 
ised 
dated 
ed 


proceed r 


sold or pu 
asued under the above 
1919, but wit 


venti thereof 


4t} 


fy 


Vi 
23rd 


pevst 


General Licence 1919 


is hereby rev ’ m September, rorut 


ta mre ny contr n 


THE VEAL (RESTRICTION OF ORDER 


Votice of Ret 
‘rred wpor 


powers er 


SALES 1919 


vifion 


Defence of the 
mm in that 
September 
ut 


In exercise of the im 
Realm Regulations and of a 
the Food Controi) ler 
the Vea! (Restrik 
any proceedings i 

2th September 


perwers come 


by the 
h 


behalf 


1919 


abling 
th 


wit 


kes 
Order 


Irom ¢ 
1919 


wy contraventio 


hereby reve 
“Les 


in 
but t} 


thereoi 


tion of 


respect of 


THE HORSEFLESH 


Volt of 


SALES 
Rev 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Reguletions and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as from 9th Septem ber 1919, 
Horseflesh (Sales) Order, 1918 (S.R. & O., No. 1202 of 1918], but with 
out prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof 

9th September 


ORDER 


n 


1918 


ratic 


THE IMPORTED GRAIN, FLOUR AND MEAL (IMPORTERS 


PRICES) ORDER, 1919 

1. A person shall not sell or offer or attempt to sell or buy or offer or 
attempt to buy any imported grain or any 
which this Order applies at prices exceeding the maximunt 
applicable under the provisions of this Order 

2.-(#) The Food Controller may from time 
kinds of grain and flour or meal to which this Order shall apply and 
the prices applicable of the by on behalf of the 
Importer thereof 


prices 


on the sale same or 





THE MIDDLESEX 
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HOSPITAL. 
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prejudice to | 


the 
| Order 


the 


imported flour or meal to | 


to time prescribe the | 
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(b) U ntil further notice » this Order shall apply to imported maize and 
oats and to imported meal made from maize, and the maximum prices 
applicable on any sale by or on behalf of the Importer shall be prices 
at the rates specified in the Schedule hereto 
5. The maximum prices fixed by Clause 2 hereof are fixed upon the 
basis that the grain, flour or meal is sold in accordance with the terms 
und conditions of the cost, freight and insurance contract recognised 
by custom as being applicable to the transaction, provided that where 
the grain, flour or meal is not sold on this basis, a corresponding adjust 
ment shall be made in the rate. 

4. A person shall not on the sale of 
this Order applies, enter or offer to enter 
transacti make or demand 

» For the purposes of this Order : 

The expression ‘* imported '’ means with respect to grain, 
outside the United Kingdom, and with respect to flour or 
manufactured outside the United Kingdom 

The expression Importer includes 
shipper’s draft, but this shall not be 
general interpretation of that expression 

7. This Order may he cited as the [Imported Grain (Importers’ 
Order, 1919, and shall into operation on Ist October, 1919 

Sra Septembe r 


grain. flour or meal to which 
into any fictitious or artificial 
unreasonable charge 


any 


nor any 
grown 
meal, 


the person sighting the 
construed as limiting the 


Prices) 
come 


The Schedule 


Kind of Grain, Flour or Meal Maximum Price at the rate of 


MAIZE 

\merican 105s. per qr. of 480 Ibs. 
Brazilian SOs. a ae 

West Indian SOs. 
Venezuelan 80s. 
West African 0s. 
Argentine 65s. 
South Afriean... 65s. 
East Afriean 65s. 
Mozambiqne 65s. 


” 


MAIzE MEAL: 
South African £19 12s. 6:1. per ton of 2,240 lbs. 

OATS: 
Chilian 
Canadian 
Tunisian 
Argentine 
\merican 
South African 


of 320 Ibs. 


” ” 


6is. 
61. 
61s. - 
60s. es 
59s. 
58s. 


per qr. 


JAM (PRICES) ORDER, 1919 


l Varimum pre a) A person shall not sell or offer or eX pose for 
buy, or offer jat jelly at prices exceeding the maximum 
es for the time being applicabie under this Order 

hy tie maximum prices for jam of a 
tioned in the heddules to this Order shall be 
by wholesale 
g. that 
out in the 


ile te Duy or 


pri 


further notice kind men- 


ss 


iii 
as To.lows: 


On occasion of a sale 


t buyer 


by 


by a manufacturer to 
is buying the jam for re- 
First Schedule, less 5 per 


the 
who de 
wholesale 


(1) 


lares, In writm he 


sile the prices set 
ent 

nu) On the occasion of any 
in the First Schedule 

it) On the occasion of a Zale by retail the prices set out mn the 
Second Schedule, or in the cases to which the Third Schedule applies, 


the prices set out im such S« hedule. 


ther sale by wholesale, the prices set 


out 


Provided that where the maximum price set out in the Schedules to this 
for jam which is a mixture of 
fruits used in such kinds may the price prescribed for 
kinds of jam 

Lntil further notice the maximum prices for jelly of a kind men- 
tioned in the Schedules to this Order shail be the prices for jam of the 
same kind on the occasion of a like sale, together with the addition of a 
at the rate of 4d. per lb 

d) The Food Controller may from time to time by notice 
Order prescribe further or other prices for jam or jelly 
called jam) whether or not mentioned in the Schedule. 

2. Conditions on wholesale sale. | 

3. Conditions on retail sale.|—On the occasion of a sale by retail the 
following provisions shall apply : 
The maximum price shail include the price for jars or other 

containers (if any) and all charges for packing and packages ; 

(b) where delivery is made at the buyer’s request otherwise than 
at the selle n additional charge may be made in respect 
of such delivery at a rate not exceeding 4d. per lb. or any larger 
sum properly and actually paid by the seller for carriage. 

4. Constituents and description. | 
5. Flavoured mixtures.) 


. 


any two kinds of jam is the same, 


be sold at 


sucn 


sui 
under this 
(hereinafter 


a 


*s premises 
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A person shall not sell-or offer or expose for sale any 
; 


6. Marmalade. } 
article under the description of marmalade or under any description 
which the word “ marmalade” forms part, unless only citrous fruits 
citrous fruit juices, and sugar or other I 
used m the making thereof. 

7. Labels.|—(a) A person shall not sell or offer or expose for 
deliver pursuant to any contract of sale, whether by wholesale or by) 
retail, any jam in a container unless such contaner bears 


sweetening substances have been 


Baio ( 


vddress of the manufacturer of the jam; and 

il) except where the jam is packed in usual with 
net content of 1 Ib., 2 Ibs., 3 lbs. or 7 Ibhs., the guaranteed net weight 
of the contents and the price at which it may be sold by retail 


(i) the name and 


containers 


4) A person shali not make or knowingly connive at the making of a 
false statements as to the matters set out in sub-clause (a) or alte: 
deface any label or other writing regarding such matters. 

8. Defence.}—If in any proceedings against a person in respect of a 
sale or offer or exposure for sale of jam not made by him, it is proved 
that an offence committed, but the charged with the 

ffence proves 


has been person 


a) that he sold or offered or exposed for sale tl m 


tainer in which he received it; 

(6) that he had no 
respects content, weight, 
provisions of this Order; 

(c) that he had no or offer 
or exposure for sale that the jam was not such as permitted of its 
being sold at the price charged or proposed ; and 

(d) that he has given due notice to the prosecutor that he 
to rely on the provisions of this clause 


im Uhh 
} 1 
reazon to believe 


that the m 1 not as 
description and labell 


with the 
believe at the time of 


reason to sale 


ntended 


such person shall be entitled to be discharged from the prosecution 
9. Samples for analysi« A person authorized in that behalf by th 
Food Controller or a Food Committee to procure for analysis samp 


jam shall have all the powers of procuring samples conferred by the Sale 


rf Food and Drugs Acts, and & Person s€ lling jam shall, on tender of the 
price for the quantity which he shall reasonably require for the purpos 
of analysis, sell the same to him accordingly 

10. Certificate of analyst In any proceedings in respect of an in 
fringement of this Order the production of the certificate of the 
principal chemist of the Government 
appointed under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, shall be sufficient 
evidence of the facts therein stated unless the defendant shall 
that the person who made the analysis shall be called as a 
The certificate of the principal chemist or of the analyst shall so far as 
circumstances permit be in the form required by the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts 

11. Prices to Ww ] 

13. Contracts Where any contract subsisting on the 15th September 
1919, for the sale of any jam provides for payment of a price in excess 
of the permitted maximum price, the contract shall stand so far as 
concerns jam delivered to the buver’s 


Laboratories, or of an analyst 


require 
witness 


Visplayed by retailer 


premises before the 15th Sey 
tember, 1919, but shall, unless the Food Controller otherwise directs. be 
avoided so far as concerns jam agreed to be sold above the permitted 
maximum price which has not been so delivered 

14. Fictitious transactions.) 

16. Exceptions.|—The provisions of this Order relating to prices sha 
not apply to: 

(a) Jam sold for « onsumption on the premises of the seller 
(6) Jam sold without a container, in a quantity of less than four 
Provided that at the time of the sale the seller 
willing, 1f the customer so requires, to sell the customer } lb. of jam 

of a like description at the price applicable under this Order 

17. Inter pretation. | 

18. Penalty.) 

19. Revocation, S.R. &- O.. Nos. IO 1070. and 1146 of 1918. and No 
875 of 1919.]—The Jam (Prices) No. 2 Order, 1918. as amended. is hereby 
revoked as on the 15th September, 1919, but without prejudice to any 
proceedings in respect of a contravention thereof. 

20. Licences.|—All licences granted under the Jam (Prices) No 
Order, 1918, are revoked as at the 15th September, 1919. 

21. Title and commencement.|—(a) This Order mav be cited as the 
Jam (Prices) Order, 1919. 

(+) This Order shali come into force on the 15th September 

[Schedules of Maximum Prices, Wholesale and Retail.) 


ounces. is able and 


1919 








Societies. 
Bristol Incorporated Law Society. 


The following are extracts from the report of the Council of this 
society for 1918-1919 :— 

Tue War.—Owing to the Armistice in November last the work of 
the Military Service Committee ceased as such, but the committee was 
continued for the purpose of recommending to the Law Society the 
names of local solicitors most urgently needing immediate demobiliza 
tion. 

Soricrrors’ War Memoriat.—Mr. C. E. Barry, Mr. J. Chaffey Glyde, 
Mr. H. G. Vassall. Mr. F. J. Press and Mr. H. R. Wansbrough, with 
the Right Hon. Lewis Fry, P.C., were appointed as local members of 








ROYAL EXCHANGE 
ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D, 1720. 


FIRE LIFE, 
ACCIDENT, 

STOCK, 
THIRD 
LIFT, 


SEA, ‘PLATE GLASS, 
BURGLARY, LIVE 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABLLITY, 
PARTY, MOTOR CAR, 
BOILER FIDELITY | , ; . 8 
GUARANTEES WHEN HEALTH 1 


| SPECIAL TERMS GRANTED TO 
! 


ANNUITANTS 
IMP AIRED 


The Corporation is prepared to act as TRUSTEE and EXECUTOR. 


Apply for ful lasses of Insurance to the Secretary— 


HEAD OFFICE 


particulars of all 
ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C, 3, 


Law Courts Brancu: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 
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und it is propos ‘ n the subjects 
Intermediate an ‘il immiunations Law Society 
Michaelmas T ( a sufficient number of 
d clerks from Bristol 

} n one | issed the 


~ctures 


com 


ind three the 

unts and bookkeepit ! ’ x otl e received 

mn trom 1 portion ( ence of ir military 
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\MiemMBERS T ‘ot 1 ‘ ' wit h regret 

during the \ heen a 

the Council sir re resi } . 1893-94 

secretary since erie } ‘Y retar ’ reasurer 

Also the { I . ‘ ‘ ! s. Gouldsmith 

ere Osbor t l many 
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a distir 


nembers DS.O 


VEC 


iter 


United Law Society. 
} anaetyvy was eld eM ‘ e Common 
Mr. R ‘ur the r Me. F 
Hou ler er wlicy 
M l 
Mesers 
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vas put 
ed at 9.35 
Middle ‘1 
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Ticket-of-Leave Men. 
Control 


form of licence 
ind go con 


emple C 


Success of the “ Positive 


nt oi e 


” Form of 


Pp CLLIVeG 
preventive detention 
ined ry it in cases ‘ imably the 
t r f Discharged 
l eryvployment 


Premdent, asserts 

much ¢ al ‘ pport he it { made occa 

by 1 nvicted pris » necestsit posed upon them 
sider f m of licer to the 


police 
inquiries i Lneir | ngs by the police, 
honestly ; t modern methods 
of a 


making of 


have made the system somewhat frail control 
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convict’s movements, and police authorities are by no Means unanimous 
as to ita value. There appears to be a growing opinion m favour ol 

supstetuting for this negutave licence the positive dorm of licence 
Preventive detention was introduced by the Prevention of Crimes 
Act, 1905. as a method of reformative treatment for habitwal orm nals. 
After a pre iminary sentence of pena ervitude they are sent to Camp 
Hill, near Parkhurst, Ise of Wight, where they remain under a treat- 
ment from wh they may at any time be discharged by the Home 
Secretar y n e advice of an Adviser "y Committee, on a licence This 
: t . Association and compels them 


heence ‘bri the care of t 


to proceed pproved not to move from that place 
without ite permiss ” punctu 1 regular in attendance 
work, and to lead and industrious life. Of the first 200 men 


insatiafactory report has been 


discharged from prev e detention no 
received com 
many cases condu been satisfac y until the expireti 
licence. It is sugg it the term 


be onve t in wo 


und only forty-e t have been re-con ‘ In 


sentence to preve mt 
tion might 


ter 


given is only t of a possible ten 


Higher Railway Rates. 
Wide Inquiry by New Advisory Committee. 


The Minister of Tram t announces that the Lord Uhancellor has 
nominated M I re-B . BA to be chairman of tl Kates 
Advisory Committee to be ip under Sectior 21 he Ministry 
of Tramsport Act 

The name ! tie embers of the Gommittee who are to be nominated 
by the Board of Trade after consultation with the Associated Chamber 
of Commerce, the Central Chamber of Ag i ture, and other interests 
concerned, by the Minister af Labour fter « itltatadon with the Par 
Jiamentary C. ttee of the ‘Trades \ ongress and other \interests 
concerned, and by e Minister of ‘al be annowid at an 
early date 

The Rates Advisory Committee is one of the most important of the 
advisory committees to be set up under the Ministry of Transport Act 
It is understood that one of the tirst tasks of the Committee will be to 
advise upon some immediate increase in g wds rates to make up the 
heavy charge in respect of railway working wivoh is, at present, falling 
upon the Excheque Phey rrougih 


examination of the whole field with a view to @ systematic revision of 


wi then be invited to mak« it 


fares, rates and charg nd to advise the Minister as to a more pet 


manent basis for rakw uy tes and e best means ol Temovil 
many eXistang anomalies 

' mmittee are purel idvisory and 
executive The ( nm ee set up ri idvice and assistance w 
the Miniater with 1 st nd to sefeguard any interests affected by 
uny directions as t tes, fas ind other charges or special services, and 


e tunctlaons of t In no way 


before revising ry rates «fn wges the Minister is botind to 
consult the ( 
referred t ther . ommittee wi riy public notice \ 
think it unnecess | ind any pers»ns affected 

» Committee's discretion 


reporting or advising on any matters 
unless the 
may make represen 
appear before them \ ywevet f the urgency of reaching a 
general decision as to rwising rates at an early date, # is unlikely that 
the first inquiries can be at all prolonged 

The Committee, in m ing thew res nm 


endations, will probably take 


into consideriti the desiralnlity of encowraging certain industries, for 
example agriculture, by a differentiation ites in anv scheme invol 
ing a general increase 

advise upon 


chang: in the charges made for detet I lway trucks in order, 


It Ss pr imbie t the Commattee 1 e sked t 


by d s~ourmigiig the leha ys on trucks to meet the existing | 


shortage 


Solicitors’ Remuneration. 


The L Socety a Gazette tor 


At the annual general meeting it oc 


ntains the following - 
ty on the 11th July last a 
resolution was passed that havimg 1! ( » the en need cost of 
liv ng, the depreciate l tiue of mone und the increases f salaries and 


steps without delay to 


wages, the *neeting desired the Council to take all proper and necessary 
obtain permanent adequ ite increases ol remunera 
tion for all professional services rendered 

“The President told the meeting that the Council were entirely in 
sympathy with the resolution, and that they had for some months been 
in communication with the Lord Chancellor with the object of securing a 
new rule which would to a greater extent legalize the delivery of 

lump-sum" bi le of TI delay in issuing this rule had beer 
caused. in the first instance by the absence of the Lord Chief Justice i 
America, and, later, by the regrettable illness of the Master of the Rolls 

“Immediately after the annual general meeting the President saw the 
Lord Chancellor's Secretary and he s thsequently reported to the Counci 
what had taken place at the meeting The President urged Sir Claud 
Schuster to s shmit to the Lord Chancellor the desirability as soon as 
possible, not merely of issuing the ‘lump-sum’ rule which had been 
before him for some time, but also of making a rule permitting the 
addition of a substantial percentage to the charges for work which is 





| 


ordinary legal work 





# 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 


THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST, 


Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence. 
Telephone ; 2482 Holborn, Telegrams ; “ Alacrious, Londou.’ 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
‘ 63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 


within the second Schedule of the Remuneration Order, that is to say, 
ch irged by items 





‘laud stated that he would submit to his Lordship the request 
which had been made, but that he did not think that the Lord Chan- 


ellor would be disposed to take action in the absence of the Master of 


( 
tt 
t 


“Sir ( 


1e Rolls. 

A form of Order providing for a 25 per cent. increase upon charges 
under Schedule 2 of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Order was imme- 
diately submitted to the Lord Chancellor, and members may rest assured 
that the Council have not lost sight of the matter and that they are 
doing all they can to secure this long overdue reform,”’ 


Companies. 
Royal Exchange Assurance. 


At a court of directors, held on 15th October, it was decided to pay, 
on 6th November next, an interim dividend of 7 per cent., less income 
ix, on the capital stock of the Corporation in respect of the half-year 
nded Wth June, 1919 


Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Sir Francts Gore has been appointed Judicial Chairman of the 
Hampshire Quarter Sessions, in the place of Mr. William Holding, who 


has retired after nearly thirty years 


We are requested to state that the judge of the West London 
Brompton) Count Court of Middlesex, 45, North End-road. West 
Kensington, W. 14, requires that solicitors appearing before hum should 
be robed in proper professional costume, and that the judge cannot hear 
them if they appear without such robes 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


FrepeRick Watter Arkey, Epwarp WarrEN CLARKE, JAMES 
FrevericKkK Haynes ATrkeEy, and Warren CiarkKe, solicitors (Atkey, 
Clarke & Atkey). Qa, Sackville-street, Piccadilly. Sept. 29. The 
said Frederick Walter Atkey and James Frederick Haynes Atkey will 
practise at 9a, Sackville-street, Piccadilly, under the style or firm of 

Atkey & Son,”’ and the said Edward Warren Clarke and Warren 
Clarke, with Alwyn Holberton Square will practise at 28, Bolton- 
street, Piccadilly, under the style or firm of ‘ Clarke, Clarke & 


Square 


Wittium Watrorp and Conway Loveripce HopcGkrinson, solicitors 
(Wilkinson & Co.), The Bridge, Walsall, Stafford. May 5. The said 
William Walford will continue to practise at The Bridge, Walsall, 
under the style of ‘‘ Wilkinson & Co.,’’ and the said Conway Loveridge 
Hodgkinson will continue to practise in his own name at Imperial- 
buildings, Bridge-street, Walsall 

{Gazette, Oct. 17 

Wrmt1M Morren Water, Maxwett RutHven THORNTON, and 
Frepveric Burats, solicitors (Morse Hewitt, Walter & Thornton), 31 
Budge-row, London Oct. 21 So far as regards the said Maxwell 
Ruthven Thornton, who retires from the firm. The said William 
Morten Walter and Frederic Burgis will continue the said business 
under the style or firm of Walter, Burgis & Co. (Gazette, Oct. 21. 
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General. 
Mr. J. H. Cunliffe, K.C., wili in future be attached to the Court NEW A N 
of Mr. Justice Peterson « 


AY Tomlin, K.C., who 1 ‘ his time has been attached to the | ° _ . 
Outi of ie. Diedies Peteene : oe ae | The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 


Mr. Harry Alexander Badham, of Tewkesbury, Gloucester, solici- | revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
tor »f Messrs. Brookes and lar left £79,395 2 sar 

digs _ , Netopia now offered by the CENTURY. 

At their meeting next Wednesday t Camberwell Borough Cowne 
will consider a recommendation by the General Purposes Comumattee that Correspondence Invited. 
eleven street markets should be ned in various parte of the boroug 

Mr. Francis Henry Law, of iddan, Richmond-road, New Barnet SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 
und of Lincoln’s Inn, W.C., who died on 11th August, aged eighty-four 

it estate of the gross value of £23,428, with net personalty £11,646 - 

r his will, dated 12th August, 1865, left £1,230 to his father, the aa” less 

Mr. Henry Sheppard Law, and all other his property to his wif Females. Males. 











For each £100 of Purchase Money. 


n Convocaion at Oxford on Tuesday afternon the House unani 
nously accepted a decree, moved by the Vice-Chan r, Dr. Blakisto 60 £3 10 6 £9 910 
President of Trinity, conferring the tit'e of nog or Emeritus on D 
! 1 y, ring . ee ( > . 5) 
Goudy, who has resigned the office of mori Ue rofessor of Civil Law bo 918 6 11 2 10 
fter a tenure of twenty-six years 70 11 19 10 13 XQ 6 

At Lambeth Police Court, on Monday before Mr Ley: ester, Emils 
Tilley, of Heaton-road, Peckham, was fined £20 for failing to register . - 

“i / ‘ ‘ = ° . “ee r, Well-mi red concern, nancial Times. 
herself as a money-lender. Mr. Paling, prosecuting, said that the A strong, well-managed concern Pinan on 
defendant, a married woman with a family, carried on a money-lend “One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the present 
ing business Her clients were very poor people, and the interest veneration.’ —Insurance Neve. 
harged was at an exorbitant rate. In one care Id. in the ls. per! «Qne of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain,”— 
eek was charged, equal to 400 per cent., al d in another case half A Impre sstons. 
rown in the pound per week was charged, which was equal to 650 per . 
t. per annum | ‘Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of tne 


CENTURY throughout its ca:eer.’—/lost Magazine 


whose rent or rateable value doe t 35, so that, if the re 


sort or sutsble mae doe wt ened 58, «tae tne eee | (NSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


Act. The last Act, however, only applies if neither the rent nor rate- | London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
thle v ue € ceeds £70 T : ug t put I ht it cmce \ 


Souscrvon. i7th October.’ ice. = — | HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 


At the Southwark County Court Judy Granger rave judg . P ’ 
' or ‘ " I i 











n the T'ime of Mo 
an m)ustice has bee | 
man, whose rent was £80. | 

. £120 “ i4 MeLins 50 per 

and also insist upon throwing upon me the burden A | 
| 


1 nv es. ° 
se rates The former : Vestriction Actes refer to hous 





1 s the opinion of the Court the sentence of those 
ment in an appli ition which concerned the homes of twelve families . 
. , > . oO ors treatn t wes in their best interests, as it afforded 
residing in Lynton-mews, Bermondsey the Bermondsey Borough 
‘ | : hem the opportunity ) quirit 1 trade, and so enabled them to 
Council having issued a closing ordet His Honour said that he had rhe : 
. : onest. livin and it also kept them from consorting with 
paid a surprise visit to the houses in the re . ind he was bound to . 


, other I le offenders These appeals would only 
that there was no etalels tem eaene window thin sheen ‘ ) 
1a eT nothing which th i is observation t of opinion that the lads never ought 


justify a closing order. The premise viewed would compare 1 ey , ; 

J ave been sentenced t ratal , = e he Co F 
Rceeneiiiiie ql atm tnnton te ‘ite: te cot, ot Gia Geka Gee ia beer need tal treatment Further, t urt w us 
~~ . opinion that the three y entence, in the absence of excepttonal 
chauffeurs and coachmen had to live the order were enforced, at Pipa “ics that sided , A the 
" : < - rit ‘ 1, because iF err allowe ' 
least one-half of the familis residing it new would be forced I 


: trade and to be in ¢ osition afterwards 
nto the workhouse He refused the appli on in all the cases r ui t 1a yl 1 ar to 


In the cause list for Tuesday appeared a large number of cases in he ‘ ' in a message from Brussels of 11th October, 
Jommercial Court to be men wd before Mr. Justice Roche. The | gay Af nigh rT 1e Chamber, the Governmen Income 

had been settled, but tl ‘ c complied with ord tax Bill he I ‘ d by a fairly large majority The Bill levies 
2, which provides that has been entered | a 10 per ce" n large fortunes. Workmen v re than £96 

lor trial it may be withdrawn y sith intiff or defendant upor vill pay a Ll per cent The Chamber vot n professional 
produc ng to the proper office 1 ¢ ent writing sig ned by the ncomes 
part 8." Mr. Justice Roche said th the rule must be complied with, per cent 
quite setiael that vd pee iene on aay e mega oon ee Mr. Harold E. Matthews, of The Mall Pharmacy, Clifton, Bristol, 
considerable difficulties as to staff. but t a0 diftenties | ioe vriting to the 7imes (16th inst.), says Profiteering is too mild a 
: vord to apply to the present practice of H.M. Postmaster-Cir neral with 


had now happaly 
reference to the transfer of the tenancy of telephone I am taking 


cent for the first £120, with an additional one half 


f 
ol é 


r specified increments above this amount 


passed away ; and if there was in future neglect on the part af solicitors’ 
clerks to comply with the ru'e he would be obliged to visit their prin 
cipals as officers of tihhe Court with such penalties as would induce them 
to see that it was complied with. Tt was not enough to inform the 
Tudge s clerk that a case had been settled 


over an existing telephone from an out-going tenant ind have been 
made to pay £4 premium to the Department for which no work is done, 
and I receive no service whatsoever It is the exact par illel of paying 
- money for the key of a house The tenant from whom I am taking 
In the case Califatis v. Oiivte Mr. Justice Roche, in the course ver is himself being robbed of £4 in a precisely similar manner for the 
f his judgment, said Mr. Neilson contended that there was no | transfer to him of the telephone at the house he is moving to. I under 
implied duty or authority in a ship’s husband to insure, and he (his | stand also that the tenant he is succeedi: 5 cles» winkion tn the rapacity 
Lordship) accepted the principle laid down in the cases cited 3ut inscrupulous extortion of this G wenn ent Department Whoever 
the practice had altered since the dates of those cases, and managing | js responsible for such unwarrantable exaction should be sharply brought 
owners at the present time certainly did insure and were given | | book and treated at least. as severely as the trader who receives a 
authority to do so Here the matter was covered ly agreement. The | savage sentence of imprisonment for a trifling overcharge on a domestic 
defendants were to have the external administration of the steamer and mmodity I paid mv £4 u rotest, and hope that when Par 
to make all arrangements concerning her voyage ; and that, he thought ament reassembles it will b for this grievance to be ventilated 
was enough; but in addition there were conversations between the in the House of Commor I Telephone ‘Department made to re 
parties, and accounts were kept on the basis of the defendants having | fund the plunder 
power to insure On these grounds he held that there was authority = 
; - + g 1 . ~ 
hye snding o the full market value for the benefit of all concerned in VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
The Lord Chief Justice, after disposing o number of applications, | perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
uid that the Court was struck by the fact that out of nine applica- | suffer ccmanding DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
tions, which were appeals from the refusai of a single Judge to grant | 26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 


leave to appeal against sentence, four were brought by youthful hattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 


offender: who had been sentence , Borstal treatment. That was | Valuers, and will be glad to advise thowe desiring valuations for any 
only another indication of e un ite prevalence at present of | purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-a-brac, a 


crime among youths, and also of the strong dislike of those lads to speciality —{Apvrt.] 
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Resolutions tor Winding-up Voluntariiy. 
London Gazette.—Frivar, Oct. 10 
td 


Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature. General Roofing Co., L —— Exp. rting and Publishing 


Hyam & Spevack, Ltd J 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON Marsh Bros Blackburn). Ltd Independent Brick Co., Ltd 
Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CoUuRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice xpress Etiquettes, Ltd Munitions and Light Castings ( 
, Rota. No. 1 Eve SARGANT. \ 4 oveltic ‘ Central Corporation, 1904, Ltd. 
Monday Oct. 27 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Synge Mr. Farmer Mr. Jolly 
Tuesday ...... Borrer Bloxam Jolly Synge ’ . 
, * - } Gazet . Oct 
Wednesday .. 2 Goldschmidt sorrer Synge Bloxam pasette.—Senswax, Or - 
Thursday ... # Leach Gokischmidt Bloxam Borrer 
Friday.... 8 Church Leach Borrer Goldschmidt 
Saturday Nov Farmer Church Goldachmidt Leach n my : std. Richardson, Duck & ¢ . " 
\ te l Walter Somers & Co., Lt& 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P. 0, fers 8 a cal British bee g We stern Development, Ltd 
. ASTBURY Younorr, PETERS >N LAWRENCE ’ , n Spinning Co., Ltd. TT. @. Wilkins (Walsall), Ltd . 
Monday Oct. Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer Entl n & Sons, Ltd Sargol Co., Ltd 
Tuesday ...... 28 Farmer Charch Leach Goldschmidt andor d Ne : Trading Co., Ltd. Eastern Counties Market Produce 
Wednesday.... 2 Jolly Farmer Charch Leach . ‘ r and Arsenic Co., Ltd. operative Society, Ltd. 
Thursday .... | Synge Jolly Farmer Church Va vildings Corporation, Ltd 
i ntennte 4 Bloxam Synye Jolly Farmer . 
Saturday Nov. Borrer Bloxam synge Jolly London Gazette.—-FRivar, Oct. 17 


, Ltd 


Carlton (Liverpool), 1915, Ltd 
William ~ —Y & Sons, Ltd. 


Co 


t ia é Ltd Provincial Investment & Guarantee 
sai 00} ‘ 0 Ltd Co., Lad 
"urthe t < ] LDIx : fey » ‘ ; ee & Co., Lid Gosnay Advertising Co., Ltd 
Furth eli t of da und places apy , e Autumn beoy, Sana cone Satins 5 
Assizes, 1919 Vhittaker Bros. (Manchester), Ltd. Court Works, Ltd 
SOUTH-EASTERN CIRCUIT Moukling Service & Timber, Ltd Wye Mill, Ltd 
. Barr, Ltd. Bournemouth Imperial Motor Works, 
Mr. Justice Bray : on fe Stecteen (Beletel Ltd Ltd 
Wednesday, October 29, at Chelmsford Hart Cox & Co., Ltd Lead Wool Co., Ltd 
wea a < 7 ste Collectors (London), Ltd Regent Mill Co., Ltd. 
ednesday, November 19, at Hertford ph > him Oo.. Lad Services and Sports Publishing Co., 


Further particulars will ‘be announced hereafter . 
NORTH AND SOUTH WALES AND CHESTER CIRCUIT London Gazette.—Tvurspar, Oct. 21. 


Mr. Justice Lush Wen rtland Cem Ltd. Atlantic Engineering and Fishing Co., 
= , ox & ( aA Ltd. 

Mr. Justice Bailhache I's Taiping, Ltd Cardiff Colliery Supply Co., Ltd 

P y . : j \ on Shipping GC d Lyrics, Ltd 

Tuesday, November 4, at Cardiff se. t Ramsey Mill Co.. Ltd 
\ ML, 4 uC ; law, Bax & Uo. Ltd Scott Engineering Co., Ltd 
IIDLANI IRCUTT George Ward, Ltd W. H. Haines, [td 

( ‘ Theatre Co., Ltd Hartford Mill (Oldham), Ltd 


Mr. Justice Rowlatt wines , 
; . : ‘layers’ Motors, Ltd 
Mr. Justice Greer : 


Monday, December 1, at Birmingham 


Ltd 


Sap aaa : Creditors’ Notices. 
Winding-up Notices. Under Estates in Chancery. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES London Gazette.—Tcespar, Oct. 21 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY ' (nHomis Hvoses, Ingledew, Narberth, Pembroke, Accountant Nov 
vie v. Williams and Another. Sargant, J. Thomas Davies Jones, 


‘ 





London Gazette Fripay, Oct. 10 - 
leet-« 
tor r I nomeson, WitttamM, Harbottl, Northumberland Nov. 18. Walker v. Attorney 


Wititam Garnpam & Sons, Lrp. (In Votuntany Liguipation Cred 
full par Younger, J Spencer Lumsden Arnott, 21, Pilgrim-st., New 


quired, on or before Oct. 25, to send their names and addresses, and 
ticulars of their claims, to Mr. A. F. Ward, 7 and 8, Poultry, liquidator i t yne 
E. Barry & Sons, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct. 31, to send their — 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George ° 
Burnup Hartley, 26, Bank-chmbrs., Cleckheaton, liquidator. Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
WaALKeRns Tossacco Marker. Lrp In Votuntary LIQUIDATION Creditore are re 
quired, on or before Nov. 24, to send in their names and addresses. and the Last Dar or CtarM. 
particulars of their debts or claims, to William M. Paul, 49, Whitechapel, 
Liverpool, liquidator nons, Fanny, Cricklewood. Nov. 6 Howard & Shelton, Fore-st. 


to ser seek, James, Sheffield. Nov. 11, Smith, Smith & Fielding, Sheffield. 
Sharp, South- 


London Gazette.—Tvespar, Oct. 14. 


Davy Lame loniren Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov. 12 
their names and addresses, and the particul of their debts or claims }REEBAART, CHantorre Maruitpa, Surbiton. Nov. 21. Charles J. 
Alfred Shankland, 82, Queen-st., Cardiff, liquidato ampton. 

1 ‘eter, Rosent, Southport. Nov. 15. Cook & Talbot, Southport. 

OLLINS, Grorer, Dorchester. Nov. 15. Logan & Morton, Dorchester, 

W. M. Paul, Esq., 49, Whitech l, v . liquida ottry, Watter, Edgbaston, Chemist. Nov. 30. Barnard Allen, Birmingham. 
Dunpas, Morpaun?t Georer, Milford Haven, Medical Practitioner. Nov. 11. Eaton- 
L , Gaze , Evans & Williams, Milford Haven. - 
FouLkes, EDWARD, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Nov. 27. Vincent Russell, Derby. 

Mount Borrry Gotp Mixine Co., Lrp r ¢ i on or bef pal Gorr/ ANNiz, Upper Norwood. Dec. 9. Withall & Withall, 18, Bedford-row. 
to send their names and addre d th ticulars of their debts « im ;RAYDON, JAMES LAWRENCE, Russell-chmbrs., Bloomsbury. Nov. 22. Rutland & 
to William Frederick Gar ’ ueen et-pl ! tor Crauford, 69, Chancery-la 

Navarro Aviation Co., Lrp In Vouuntary Lievipation Creditors are t Harpy, Witim Jon, St. Albans Nov. 1. Bridgman & Co., 4, College-hill, 
quired to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or Cannon-st. 
claims, to Granville Havelock Bullimore, Old Bank of England-ct i _ | Hant, Saram, Dore, near Sheffield. Nov. 30. Henry & Alfred Maxfield, Sheffield. 
liquidator , Heatp, Groner, Manchester, Merchant. Nov. 14. Eustace B. Beesley, Manchester. 

London Gazette.--Fripa} | Hever, Groret, Worthing. Nov. 13. R. W. H. Green, Worthing : % 
Aa % | Hoskine, Hersert Epwarp, late a Captain in 66th Punjabis Regiment. Nov. 1 

Hotmes Cuare, Watt Parern Co ) ‘Ry Liguipatic Shelton & Co., 3. New-ct., Lineein's inn. 
are required, on or before Nov. 2 oir hames and addresses, Horrer, Harris, Bonham-rd., Brixton Hill. Nov. 22. Rivington & Son, 1, Fen 
particulars of their debte or clan o n Bolton, 4, IP mall, m- | hurch-bldgs. 
chester, liquidator Howanp, Sormta Bropie Evtis, Scarborough. Nov. 26. Turnbull & 

Ercuniics & Wuirr, Lrp. (In Votuntany Ligvipation Creditors are required. | borough 
on or before Nov. 17, to send their nan uml «idresses, and the particulars of Horsox, Herrrrt, Heywood, Mechanic. Nov. 10. Banks, Kay & Redman, Heywood 
their debts or olaims, to Albert Whipp, 2466, Frederick-st., Oldham, liquidator Hupsonx, Hannan, Greenwich. Nov. 15. Bridgman & Co., 4, College-hill, Cannon-st 

Joun Vaner, Lop. (In Votuntany Liguiparion Oreditore are required, on Hvupsox, WILttaM, Greenwich, Optician. Nov. 15. Bridgman & Co., 4, College-hill 

Cannon-st. 


before Oct. 23, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their : 
Jerveny, Wittrmsm Groner, Penzance, Boot Dealer. 
Penzance 


debts or claims, to Wm. Bell, 17, The Exchange, Bradford, liquidator 

9 D ‘reditors ¢ f \ on ¢ bef . T ’ 
Dusenmue Gia Taawssne Os.. Lee—-Credit ae. te ae KIRKPATRICK, Matcotm Cotgvuaocs Tomson, Ashley-gdns. Jan. 10. Charles F 
Martelli, 10, Staple-inn 


| 
| 
| 
Nov. 7, to send their names and ackireeses, and the particulars of their debts | 
LANCASTER, Manis Etrsasera, Hove. Deo. 13. Stanley B. Worth, New Broad-st. 
on 


Watkens Novetrigs, Lrp.—Creditors are required, 
in their names and addresses, and the particular 
' 1 I 1 


Sons, Sear 


Nov. 8 Edward Boase 


or claims, to Thomas Fawley Judge lV ark ament«chmbrs., Quay-et Kingston 
upon-Hull, liquidator . p y ‘ ical 
, " . : Let 3 wan, Queen’s Park, Paddington. Nov. 25. Alfred Picciotte, Maiden 
Firerwoop Victoria Pier Co., Lrp.—Creditors are requested, on or before Nov, 4 . > Zz ~—_ : 
to send their names and addresses, and t particulars of their debts or Marswatt. Jonw Henry, Kingston-upon Hull. Oct. 91 William J. Stuart. Hull 
claime, to John Potter, 34, Birley-st., Blackpo juidator. Moneax, Caartes, Liverpool. Nov. 14. Cecil B. Taylor, Liverpool. 
Netson, Jonw Exior, Scarborough. Deo. 8. G. E. Royle, Scarborough 
London Gazette Turspay t. 2 | Porter. Roserr Nvurtant, M.B., F.R.C.S., Derby, Physician. Nov. 15. Moody & 
, » ° Woolley, Derby 
ba me Surrrine ¢ 4 Lep Cred +. = 5 , th age ~ Age a1, - = Puercnarp, Epwarp Coo, Braintree. Nov. 1. Dean & Espley, Salop. Meda 
ne names and addresses, and the particwars of their debts or claimé, to | ,... V1 ai Great Grimsh Boat Builder. Nov. 15. 8. T addeslev 
Robert Hinchley and Basil Luis Denton, 6 irch-st., West Hartlepool, | Qua ©, Wussaen Joux, Grea rimsby, nile 
liquidators | Ropes. Georarna Jane, West Norwood. Nov. 10. Emmet & Co., 14, Bloomsbury-sq 
dit are required f bwit! Satxenp, Freperice, Colby, Isle of Man. Nov. 21. Wigglesworth & Son, Man 


Kitkieaton, Dattron & Laertos Gas Oo. Lrp—4 ors 


to send their names and addresses, and the partioulars of their debts « i | ester 

to Frank Roebuck, Ohairman of Directors, Westl., Dalton, Huddersfick Saryepo. Davip Lopes, Great Titchfield-st. Nov. 30. Alfred D. Levi, 11, Iron 
Great Hanwoop Farcratc Tuearer, Lrp.—(Creditors are required, on « ‘ | monger-la 

Dec. 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their deb | Scorr James, and Carmertne Avivs Scorr, Dover Nov. ®@. Mowll & Mowll, 

or claims, to Nathaniel Duxbury, Richmond-ter., Blackburn. ' Dover 
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Stsren, Evtew Lams, Dunster, Somerset. Nov. 10. Joyce, Risdon & Hosegood. Mine ‘ . ws ' ; cia 2. oe ord 
head, oSmerset. . . : ‘ Clarke & Nash, High 
lishing Swate. Josern Conepox, Wimbledon Nov. 19 Durrant Cooper & Ham ng, ¢ ; : 4 R 
church-st 7 ; hes, Narborough & Thomas, 
Srizer.acke, ABTHCR Franz, Hornse: ov. 2 re ] ‘ 10, & Ja . +) . 
td jeants’ inn, Templ *% Arthur Smith, Bir- 
THornsuRN, FRances JOSPPHIN 
Tuer, Reverend Georar, Camden-s« ; ‘ ; irlis 5 : 7 Daal . : LR P 
ha t > . “ nie tam ag ate 
hall-s . ’ r rt ’ ‘ Il D M. Jonce, 
TorneR, Harry, Custom House, 
Stratford 
ampEeN, ALice Macon, Stirchley, Hardw t 16 teddard. B ; > : 
ta mingham . om ? ‘ Marshall & Sewart 
Weston, Ametia, Bristol. Ix 1. Barry & Herris ris ~ . 
Zimmeenx, Feeperick Francis Bensamix, Manches hipping Merchant , = 7 : Farax rat Allen, Doneaster 
e Co Thistlethwaeite & Brownsword, Mar . 7 . Tan wall «l Roberts, 3, Har- 
London Gaz 1D t Manchester . Rob ne chaste 
\reTon, Rosert, Harrigat rildke o 7 irst & Mide Halif | . - i ; , K . h 4, B rmingham 
t AstLer, Groner, Newtown, Montgamery ailor. } 7. Richard |} ‘ . ‘ ton, 27, College-st., 
nvee Newtown. - _——_— 1 —s : 
Bicreatp, ArgtHvr, East Hendred, Berks 5 r . : - Mong ‘ y ‘ iTles Russell & Co, 
King-st., Cheapside : : : : - _ —_ 
Brock, Ricwarp, Birmingham, Fancy Draper te e | y bus, Newcastle 
Williams, Birmingham. : . a Ties b 
k Bripson, WILLIAM ARTHUR, or ma nat ‘ see 4 P _ iotoria-st., West 
ve Russell, Bolton : . : 
Bort, Eviza Jaxer, Clacton ‘ nnings, | t ‘ , , s, Donington House, 
Town-rd | 80 nat P : 
: Burpon, Rev. Ricmarp, Wylam-on-1 ! n da y " ‘ 4 ; eaht v= ‘ ( oF Birm neha m 
Co., & Harvey, Newcastie-wpon-Ty ' , ; : xiball, King'e<t., 
Canyon, WILLIAM Henny, Kingsbridwe ] 2 \ deatt & \ . ‘ aan , ' . 
Totnes ey” . - veson, West & 
CiLvTTersuck, BernaRnp VALENTING, Sus ‘ No ‘ ; \ . ; ay 
Co Hutton & Coe, 6, Prince’s-st., Hanover-«y pe To mph : dal b sé shley Tenbury. 
Cit, Harrier Lovisa, Shrewsbuy. Nov. 24 ell Pt : ; . J 1, Fred. J. 
CLEATHER, WILLIAM Barctay Gorpoxn, Sherbor Orne ) I } 7 \ . ahailien ih . EF 
Simmonds, 23, Finsbury-sq | ‘ ». A. Cotterell, 
Coventry, ADam James, Luton, Straw Manufacturer 3 \\ - . , 
Austin, Loton. *4 : . ‘0. 4. Harland 
Connor, Frank, Aldershot, Insurance Agent v. meter ‘ : ™ : = mes . , 
DavENroRT, Hannan, Manchester. Nov > F ng md ' iok. Nov. 18. H, E 
chester - F . 
Doveras, Earnie Lavere, Kilburn. Dex Evans, Bart Leve & Son, 3, New-eq., 
Inn-sc ’ . 
Fawcett, Wrrrtax Pickerine, York, Tea Dealer ' t i t ; ‘ N {ANN < 5 Fa vie oo 1 
York ‘ 4 ieaige ke é jedge, 10. 
Frimstoxs, Davin Prict Swaneea, Commercial T “ 2 g G ' | . ‘ » 
Foulkes Gee, Swansea - . - & Newington, 27 
Garpyer, Grorce Wratt, High Wycombe N I er < ew Gu Pp = . 7 
Wycombe . . , : . aA Geo. W. Haince, 
Gitaert, WILLIAM JoserH, Sout t Nov. 20 e cott & Start, Mar ter 1 1FO ' —_ — ie a . M —s 
o4 Gitteser®, Roperr Brain, ids ry Nov. 1 Dehn, 85. I | _ «lif ! vill Re mage © 
168 wall ; - ‘ mertson <¢ ( 
° GrRanor, Jean Ernest, Neuills a 
18, Austin-friars . . aeatiie gt : * = pet . 
Mes Grrea, ALIce WoopHas, 1 . 2 um Carlese, St 
— lane, Queen-st., Cheapside aa a . - ; iste 
Haten, Evizaseta, Morley. O ) Stapleton & So wabury ' - _ ; - ; : - - . Mu am 
Himpsox, CHARLFS SEYMOTR, licholl . 1 : : el f isgraves 
Howard-et., Strand . . nflele P P 
Horney, Rev. CHAaRtEs Epwarp 7 LS ‘ ‘ on, Ashton 
Lincoln's Inn-fielde . ra tle 1 Penne Camberley 
Janvis, Apa Macp, Bedford N Iph ‘ f 1 pac ? - ; - ~ag Ba ‘Routhesort 
: , , v heekion > fhe 
_st., Strand " ' Grace & Rylonds 
Jounsox, Jouyx, Kingston-wpon-Hu é OW SO WW +, 
Jones, Many, West Ealing , q el ) ank-chmbrs ye WV . “ . . — medi & Wiel 
uth Holborn. > ‘4 ' , swore 6 os 
Lewis, James WILLIAM, JUN., in ead 
Bath . 
Marspry, Cartes, Halifas I'r 
Halifax 
iton- NIcots, Marearet Seacrave, Cranhourne« 
Taylor & Walter, Norfolk House 
rby Pascatt, James, J.F.. Crovdon. Nov 
a Puitires, Exocae, Finehle Nov. 30. Bredles 
i & Rostnson, Ernest Leckit, Pontefra ; 
Pontefract & Tul. 6 
hil? Rooerrs, Joun James, Tpewi No ° 
’ Sipewick, CHARLES, Bournemouth 0 ddle, Thorne, Wels Dartford 
$8, Aldermanbury nefiele Mansfield 
her SINGLETON, MaRGaretT FiLLen MeQowen & Son emo ~ . . : : henetl. ‘Samalnaten 
, Suita, THomas, Bradwell, Derby ft Wm. Tror Sheffield , , POBFRT . ) rland & Plea Lerds 
17 Smira, Atnert, West Bridgford, Notte 5. Stuart & Tull, 6, Gras I : Pont , 4 n. Rotherhan 
Fen ee —— ad 
ag o 


* CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
an FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


F 
MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders, 


rp & THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Pren ium. 


“= LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 


m4 INSU RANCE. Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will te sent on application. 
For Further Information write: 24, MOORGATE ST., | wo 2. 
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RECEIVING ORDERS 


[fHomas Maso 
Jur 4 


VoCaLMontT ] } Er s . le 
Off. Ree., Unior , 7 
erpool 
ScoTT WALTER Seven K 

11.30. 14, Bedford-row 
Simms, Harry, Fareham, Hants, ‘ 

0 Re Cambridge Junct 

mouth 

ADJUDICATIONS 
ry James Hersert, and Jvtics Huser 
Pp 


\OMVILLE 
Bar 


( 

¢ and 
LEADER " ‘ mer 

’ ¢ 
High r ‘ 7? d. Ox 
: ’ RTHUR 
Vax wett-\ A 7 
} + 5. Or 


Josrra 

Ene 

P rat 

[THOMAS " . 

a” Pet ! ‘ r 2 Jackson, G., Erith 
Car 

(a VERSID CHARLES 


RECEIVING ORDERS \spector. O 


W TAMPS 


on-on 
Off 
Amend (TIONS 
THomAs le-M 
W r 


Trawws Tromas. W ’ nee’? Victual ors, Journeyman Tin 
Pet. Sept. 22. Ord. Sept. 30 kburn Pet. Oct. 8 Ord 
Oct, 8 
FIRST MEETINGS Hrurox, Laxcetor. Shafts ury-A High Court. Pet 
Aug. 12. Ord. Oct 1 
Drraorr, Har Anrrep James, ¢ : + Pracock, Grorreer. G 
Builder's Forema oO . Ord. Oct. 9 
row Nes Pret EDWIN 
Hanes, Toomis. Wigar t 7“ b ( kermouth 
rt 11.30. OF. R . — : ReYNOLps, James Smita ' 
st. Liverpool Stockport Pet. Mav 2 10 
Lestre, Marre, Paddingtor Witerrrorcr, Hereeet : 
ruptey-bldgs, Cares Driver Stocktor 
VoxrtTart. Crartes Gros ‘ - Oct 10 
at 11 Bankrupt hhige Care @ 
Peacock. Grorrrer, Guildford. Oct. 3 a 3. | An loe substituted published in the 
York-rd Westminster Bridge-r an f : 
RIVING OR Noorer. Gronor, Bir inzhan G 
CuRTwRIGnt Thay " Nott » . - 11.36 0 R 
%ot , mm 
Pe Sept Ord. © ADJUDICATIONS 
EVANS Frep < Reo r ; 
irtiet. H P , r . Aurcors. Frepertcek Tomas. Hellingls 
Woo.ttey " P vcr i } Farmer. Br hton Pet. Sent. 17 Ord. Oct. 3 
mingher str, Lovrsa Atice. Fleurdel ‘ohacco Dealer 
Tredecar Pet. Au 
Ser CartTwrieat, Davin, Nott r ECEIVING ORDERS 
rma Evan. Rr Y we Pet. Sent. 3. Ord. Oct. 7 : CHAPLIN, JOSEPH BALDWIN MeRepiTH \ near 
Pet , Sent 29 yrrnHorr. Harry ALFrep ‘MES we k Pet. Aue Oct. 15 
pee ‘ a Thder 4 man hel ‘ r ; — - 
FIRST MEETING 3 seeee r } ‘ , —_ A Chemist 
LECORN, FRepertcx 1 elling! _ ; rd . 3. Ord. Oct 
' Oot, - ne 99. or - Se . LIVERSIDeF, CHA s Lancaster, Manche , HOLWwitt, Ap Kenfig Hill, Glas 
s a. A 2 § - Inspector Manchester Fet. Oot. 6 | Cardiff Oct. 13 Ord. O 
, . PNER . rOPES ric lilly You HUNTER } , 3+ . 
Cantwriour, Davip ™ ‘ Warverr. James F rster, 181. I l H HUNTES G. ‘ St. George’s-s 
Pet, Apr. 2. Ord. Oct June 2 Ord. Oct. 15 
Bankruptey ; = : : : . , ' 
EVANs, Frep ) ' er a ' Wootter, Groner, Nechells. Gas Er n Mappocks ICHARD WILLIAM, Newp 
‘ ham. Pet. Sept. 2 Ord. Oct. 6 Newpor n. Pet. Oct. 14. Ord 
Amended Notice st uted for that publish« Moserey Lower Thames-st 
London Gasett f Ane. 2 chant gh Court. Pet. Aug 
Hasier t1 WItttmam , Birmingham Tverver, Partre Cravp. Sandown, Norman-re } NEw a t Royal 
General Advertiser. Oct. 1 0. Off. Reo Surrey. Bank Clerk. Croydon. Pet. J j stockoroke Hig 
tirm m Aug. 2 Oct. 4. 


n Agent 


Electric Crane 
Oct. 10 Ord 


SMITH Al 
Court. Pet 


Amended N yr WW 


Fripay 
Tans 


1 


Hardware 
& Ord. Oct. 
Automobile Club. Fall 
» Court Pet. Aug. 7 

191, Corporation.et 














